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olas, Niles, Norvell, Page, Parker, Prentiss, Pres- | being duly summoned thereto, has been guilty of 

ton, Rives, Robbins, Robinson, Sevier, Southard, | a contempt of the committee of the House. 

gwift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, | Resolved, That the letter addressed by the said 

Wall, Webster, and White—41. | R. M. Whitney the committee, and by the 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Linn, Morris, Rug- || committee referred to the notice of this House, 

gies, and Wright—5. || declaring his determination peremptorily to de- 
On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Senate then | cline to appear before any committee constituted 

proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- || in such manner, and of such persons as the pleas- 


ness; after which it adjourned. || ure and judgment of the House shall designate, | 


| until the House, as a condition precedent, shall 
have redressed his supposed wrorgs, both in the 
manner and style of communication, is contume- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


PMBAN, wulonary 0, 2687. to the House, and utterly subversive of its rightful 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, on leave, pre- | authority. 
sented some papers in relation to a private claim. Resolved, That the Speaker issue his warrant 
Mr. BOON, in the absence of one of his col- |. directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into cus- 
leagues {Mr. Davis] from indisposition, moved a tody the person of the said R.M. Whitney, that 
reference of certain papers in relation to another | he may be brought to the House for the contempt 
claim; which was agreed to. \| aforesaid. 
Mr. HARD rose to make a report from the | Mr. LINCOLN then went into an argument of 
Committee on Roads and Canals, but || considérable length in support of his resolutions, 
The CHAIR said the privileged question, being | and explained that the resolutions were introduced 
the report made by Mr. Wise last evening from || on his own responsibility, he having no order from 
the select’committee of which he is chairman, (as | the committee to introduce them. 
given in yesterday’s proceedings,) was the first | Mr. BRIGGS then suggested that the two first 


business in order. | resolutions were unnecessary. If they were 
Mr. WISE then rose, and asked that the letter || stricken out, he considered the last would then 


communicated by himself to the House last even- | conform to former precedents. 
ing be read, [viz: R.M. Whitney’s letter—the || ir. LINCOLN said he had not introduced the 
same which was in Thursday’s Globe,] in order || 
that it might judge of its character, and take such 
sieps as its Own Character and dignity deemed 
necessary. The resolution, he repeated, was 
unanimous—unanimous, and submitted a question 
to that House—the serious and important question 
on adopting some course to defend its own dignity 
and its own character. He asked the reading of 
the letter, in order that any gentleman who wished | 
might submit such a proposition as he might deem | 
necessary. ao 
Mr. Wuitney’s letter was then read from the | ee ee ne: 
Clerk’s table. 





‘| first resolutions he considered as the mere induce- 
|| ment to the third. 

|| Mr. BRIGGS then referred to former precedent 
|| to show the correctness of his suggestions, and 
|| read from the Journals the proceedings in the case 
i of Anderson and Houston. He considered that 
|| the two first resolutions, if adopted, would be 
passing upon the guilt of the witness before he 


the witness guilty. 


luded to had been laid upon his tableon Monday | Mr, BRIGGS then moved to amend the resolu- 


last, after the meeting of the House, but in con- |! tions by striking out all after the word ‘ Resolved” 
sequence of the House being occupied in another |, jn the first, and make the second read as follows: 


question, he had not the opportunity of present- || « Resolved, That the Speaker of this House 
ing it to the House. 


oe ii Zs ., . || £issue his warrant directing the Sergeant-at-Arms 

Mr. LINCOLN inquired if this memorial in || « ¢ take into custody the person of Reuben M. 
the possession of the Chair was the same as that || 
attached to the letter of Mr. Whitney. 

The CHAIR replied that he could not say cer- 
tainly,as he had given it but a hasty reading, 
but he could say the general tenor of it was the 
same. 

Mr. LINCOLN inquired whether the Chair 
would then present it to the House. 

The CHAIR replied that with the general con- 
sent of pe House, the petition might now be 
presented. : . which would show what the witness was to be 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, said as || brought to the bar of the House for, he would 
this was a distinct matter altogether from the one || n 


‘ Whitney, and that he be brought to the bar of 
‘the House to answer for an alleged contempt of 
‘ this, House.”’ 

Mr. LINCOLN inquired if this resolution was 
| adopted, what the alleged contempt would be. 

he CHAIR said the report of the committee 

would be the only thing to show it. 

Mr. LINCOLN said the report did not allege 





before the House, he must object to the presenta- || 
tion of the petition at this time. He would have 
no objection to the petition being presented at a || 
proper time. 

Mr. WISE said the letter asserted that the me 
morial attached thereto was a copy of the one on 
the Speaker’s table. That question, however, he 
considered to have no bearing on the one before 
the House. 

_Mr.PARKER desired to know if the presenta- 
tion of this memorial might not supersede the 
necessity of making any other motion. 

The CHAIR replied the petition could not now 
be presented unless by the consent of the House, 
objection having been made. 


Mr. LINCOLN then presented the following || word; they had studiously avoided it, but had left 


resolutions: : . - it to the House to take such measures as it saw fit 
Resolved, That R. M. Whitney, in refusing to || jn relation thereto. The gentleman from Massa- 
*ppear as a witness before a select committee of || chusetts [Mr. Lincotn] might allege what he 


the House, acting by the authority of the House, pleased on his own authority, but Mr. W. must 
. 


before any citizen could be arrested and brought 
to the bar of the House, some allegation must 


the two first resolutions went to criminate the 
witness at all before hearing. 

Mr. PARKS agreed with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that there should be some allega- 
tion brought against this individual, and that he 
should be heard by himself or by counsel, before 
the House of Representatives of the United States 
should pronounce any sentence. He could never 
consent to the passage of any resolution condemn- 
ing a citizen of the United States without his 








King of Georgia, Knight, McKean, Moore, Nich- \| under a resolution of the 17th January last, after | 


lious, arrogant, and offensive, alike disrespectful 


resolutions without some reflection. The two | 


|| had had a hearing; and that they were introduced | 


__Mr. LINCOLN argued that it did not follow, || 
OR ee es | if they adopted his resolution, that it pronounced || 


any contempt at all. If, however, his colleague |, 
could prepare a modification of the resolution, || 


| willingly accept. He contended, however, that | 


be made against him; and he did not consider that | 


| having the opportunity of a hearing. As to the | 
alleged contempt the committee had not said a | 


GTON, BY BLAIR & RIVES. 


Va. Bddus No. 12. 


stand up there against any condemnation of a 
citizen without a hearing. 

Mr. MERCER suggested to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to modify his resolution, so as to 
embrace the ailegations !n a preamble. 

Mr. BRIGGS then modified his amendment by 
prefixing thereto the following preamble: 

** Whereas a committee of this House have 
‘reported that Reuben M. Whitney, of the city 
‘of Washington, has peremptorily refused to ap- 
‘pear before said committee to give evidence in 
‘ obedience to a summons issued by said commit- 

| © tee; Therefore, 

“© Resolved,’’ &c. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, understood 
that some member of the House was charged with 
a memorial from this individual which, he pre- 
sumed, would be presented to the House at a 
proper time, and then they would know something 
about the sufficiency or insufficiency of his rea- 
sons for not appearing before the committee. He 
considered that they should know something of 
his reasons before they passed such resolutions as 
those introduced by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Lincotn.] 

Mr. LINCOLN then accepted of the modifica- 
tion of his colleague [Mr. Briaes] to his resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HARDIN made a few remarks in reply to 
the argument of the gentleman from Rhode Island, 

| (Mr. Peanrce.] 

Mr. LANE suggested that the resolution be 
modified, so that the House might express an 

| opinion that Whitney should appear before the 
| committee and give evidence. If this was done, 
he doubted not but the witness would appear 
before the committee, and answer all proper inter- 
| rogatories; and by this means much time would 
| be saved, and they had but a very short time now 
| left for the transaction of a great mass of important 
| business. 
Mr. LINCOLN then modified his resolution to 
read as follows: ~ 
** Resolved, That whereas the select committee 
| ‘of this House, acting by the authority of this 
| * House, under a resolution of the 17th January 
| * last, has reported that R. M. Whitney has pe- 
| *remtorily refused to give evidence to a summons 
| *duly issued by said committee, and has addressed 
|| to the committee the letter reported by said com- 
| ‘ mittee to the House: Therefore, 
|  ** Resolved, That the Speaker issue his warrant, 
\| ‘directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to take into his 
| *custody Reuben M. Whitney, that he may be 
|| © brought to the bar of the House, to answer for 
| “an alleged contempt of this House.’’ 


|| Mr. PARKS then offered to strike out the words 
| ‘*foran alleged contempt,’’ and insert, *‘ to answer 
| for his conduct in so refusing to appear before said 
committee.”’ 

Mr. WISE then made some remarks in reply 
to the gentleman from Rhode Island, (Mr. 
| Pearce.|} ° 

The subject was further discussed by Messrs. 

ROBERTSON,MERCER,A. MANN, PARKS, 
| BOND, and VANDERPOEL, when 
Mr. BOON demanded the previous question; 
| but the House refused to second it, only sixty-one 
|| voting in the affirmative. 
Mr. THOMSON, of Ohio, moved to strike out 
| the word ** warrant,’’ so as to make it read ‘“‘ sum- 
||. mons,” &c., alleging as a reason that, in the 
|| absence of depositions, &c., the House could not, 
|| without violating the letter and spirit of the Con- 
|| stitution, take this individual into custody. He 
|| hoped the House would not take a citizen into 
custody upon the mere presumption of assumption 
of a crime, without proof. 

Mr. GRAVES agreed with the gentleman on 
| general grounds, but then in this case the allegation 
| was already in possession of the House on the 
|| individual’s own allegation. . ; 
|| Mr. THOMSON rejoined, by putting a single 
\\ question to the gentleman from Kentucky, could 
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{ 
an individual, fora confession made out of court, 


would fully justify him under the Constitution 


E. __._ February 10, 


The CHAIR said it had been decided | 


ast year 


be arrested and put in duress therefor? He could || and laws of the land. ‘That the power possessed | that a member declining to vote was excused yp aon 
not, consistent with the Constitution. | by the House to arrest a citizen has been, and is | less the House insisted, and he therefore directed 8 
After a few words from Messrs. LINCOLN and | eull doubted by the first and most able men in the | the Clerk to proceed in the call, Jos 
CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, Mr.'T’.’s amend- | country was not questioned, and the able argu- Mr. ADAMS requested to be excused from — 
ment was disagreed to, | ments and opinions he had heard and read, had , voting upon inis and every other Question of we 
Mr. CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, moved to | greatly shaken his own. But he was still disposed | privilege affecting Reuben M. Whitney, The Pa 
; amend the second resolution by adding the words — to believe that this House has the right to author- paneer relations between him and that individual Re 
ig **and that he be allowed counsel on that occasion ize an inquiry into any matter connected with the aving long been such as to make it the duty of shi 
| should he desire it;’”? which Mr. LINCOLN ac-| Government, and to constitute and appoint com- | Mr. A. to decline acting as his judge upon an oe 
a cepted as a modification of his resolution. | mittees for such purpose, clotiggd with the power | question affecting his personal rights, y Th 
Hae | The subject was further discussed by Messrs. | to send for persons and papers; that it is an inci- | The call was then proceeded with, and the Vote < 
my CLAIBORNE, of Mississippi, and ‘(TURRILL, | dental power to comet the attendance of wit- was—yeas 88, nays 97; as follows: i 
er when, on the call of Mr. THOMAS, of Ohio, the | nesses, to issue attachments, and punish for con- || | YEAS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Anthony, As} vot 
wok yeas and nays were ordered on the adoption of | tempts. Wi hout this incidental power, all such | Barton, Bean, Beaumont, Black, Boon, Bove = 
9 the resolution, and after a further discussion be- proceedings would be useless, and frequently put | Brown, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chapmap’ rey 
is tween Messrs. THOMSON of Ohio, GARLAND | at defiance. Notwithstanding this view of the Chapin, Cleveland, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer 
is of Louisiana, BOON, GHOLSON, WISE, HAR- | subject, he could not reconcile it to himself to vote | Crary, Cushman, Doubleday, Efner, Fap)i;' cor 
DIN, ASHLEY, JENIFER, PEYTON, Mc- | for the present resolutions, by which Mr. Whit- Fowler, Fuller, Galbraith, Gholson, Haley to. 
KEON, and GLASCOCK, ney was to be placed in the custody of the Ser- | Joseph Fall, Hawkins, Haynes, Holt, Hopking * 
Mr. BOON said he had but a very few words | geant-at-Arms, without first giving him an oppor- | Hubley, Huntington, Ingham, Joseph Johnson, 
to say ax a reason why he should vote against tunity of appearing before us under a rule nisi, to | Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore 
the resolution then pending before the House. show cause why an attachment should not issue, | Lansing, Laporte, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee 
We are now within a few short days of the| &c. This (said Mr. G.) seemed to him to be the Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Joi 
close of a short and Jast session of Congress, with | most prudent and proper course to adopt on the | Mann, William Mason, May, McKeon, McKim, : 
an unusual number of bills upon the Speaker’s | present occasion; and as the Constitution declares | McLene, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Page, 
table, of the greatest importance to the whole | that no one shall be deprived of life, liberty, or | Patterson, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, John the 
people of the country, which must and will fail | property without due process of law, he was not | Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Richardson, Rogers, the 
to receive the final action of Congress at the pres- | disposed to sustain any measure which would | Schenck, Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Sprague, ar 
ent session should this resoluuon be adopted by | place him in duress under an alleged contempt, and | Sutherland, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, Mr 
the House. Sir, pass this resolution, and what without giving him an opportunity of appearing | Turner, Turrill, Wegener, Ward, Wardwell), ind 
will then follow? Why, sir, Reuben M. Whitney | and being heard in his defense. But whenever | Webster, Weeks, Thomas T. Whittlesey, and f 
will be brought before the bar of the House by | (said Mr. G.) the contempt is apparent and com- | Yell—&8. ; ma 
your Sergeant-at-Arms, and a formal trial will be || plete, he was prepared to go as far as any gentle- NAYS—Meessrs. Alford, Chilton Allan, Ash- Ser 
entered into, and, under the provisions of the man on this floor, though he would never be | ley, Builey, Bell, Bockee, Bond, Borden, Bouldin, the 
Constitution, you cannot deny to the prisoner at found voting to deprive an American citizen of his | Briggs, Buchanan, Bunch, John Calhoon, Wi. whi 
our bar the right of being heard in his defense, | liberty, one of the dearest and most sacred rights || liam B. Calhoun, Carter, George Chambers, John ihe 
himself or counsel. In the Llouse an interm- of freemen, even for an instant, upon mere allega- | Chambers, Chetwood, Childs, Nathaniel H. Cisi- \ 
inable debate will spring up, to the entire ex- tions. Your resolutions declare, on the face of | borne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, Daw. sev 
clusion of all legislative enactments whatever on | them (said Mr. G.) only an alleged contempt, and | son, Deberry, Denny, Dromgoole, Dunlap, El- the 
the more important interests of the country. yet place him in the custody of the Sergeant-at- | more, Evans, Everett, Forester, French, Gra- este 
Mr B&B. then adverted to the case of General Arms, without establishing the fact. Let it be | ham, Granger,Graves,Grayson, Grennell, Hiland and 
Sam Houston, who was brought to the bar of the | made clear, let it be rendered certain, that it has |, Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Hazeltine, tot 
House some years since for an alleged contempt. || been committed before we proceed to do so. Mr. || Herod, Hoar, Howard, Howell, Hunt, Hunts. be } 
In the case referred to, Mr. B. said that he wasone GQ. offered for the consideration of the House the || man, Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, F 
of the memorable twenty-five who voted against the | following resolution: || Jenifer, John W. Jones, Lane, Lawrence, Lay, W! 
arrest of General Hlousion. A majority of the That Reuben M. Whitney be required to appear | Luke Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Samp- W, 
House, however, passed the resolution, and Gen- || before this House on to-morrow morning, toshow | son Mason, Maury, McCarty, McComas, Mc- 
eral Houston appeared at the bar of this House cause why an attachment shall not be issued Kay, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, 
in the custody of your Sergeant-at-Arms. He against him, for an alleged contempt in refusing | James A. Pearce, Pearson, Phillips, Potts, Reed, \ 
was heard in his deiense by himself and counsel; to appear before the select committee, appointed || Rencher, Russell, Augustine- H. Shepperd, pou 
and, after days and weeks had been spent in use- | under the resolution of the 17th of January. | Shields, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Standefer, SON 
less discussion, the House of Representatives ‘These remarks (said Mr. G.) are intended prin- | Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, Under- bee 
found that there was no law defining what should | cipaily to apply to such cases as come under the |, wood, Vanderpoel, White, Elisha Whit'lesey, Pre 
be considered a contempt of the Hlouse; or the doctrine of contempt. Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Young had 
power of the [louse to punish any individual for Mr. GRAHAM moved a substitute in sub- | —97. ing 
an alleged contempt! It was finally resolved by stance identical with that moved by Mr.Guas-| So the House refused to lay the subject on the tou 
the Hivuse that Sam Houston be reprimanded by | cock, and asked for the yeas and nays on it, but | tale. ‘ To | 
the Speaker, and that he be discharged from the the House refused to order them, and the amend- | ‘The question was then taken on the original G 
custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms. Thus ended | ment was rejected. | resolution, as modified, and it was decided in the emo 
the farce in the case of Heuston; and, in like Mr. JARVIS, after a few remarks, submitted a | affirmative—yeas 100, nays 85; as follows: my 
manner, it will end in the case of Reuben M. — substitute, that the select committee appointed on YEAS—Messrs. Alford, Chilton Allan, Heman Un 
Whitney. Mr. B. said that he did not know — the 3d of January, to inquire whether any person |, Allen, Ashley, Bailey, Bell, Bockee, Bond, Bor- ass} 
anything of Reuben M. Whitney more than what had been employed by the deposit banks as their |, den, Bouldin, Briggs, Bunch, John Calhoon, Wil- rese 
had been said of him by others in and out of Con- || agent, to transact their business at the Treasury | liam B. Calhoun, Carter, George Chambers, John grat 
gress. But, sir, (continued he,) | confessthatlam | Department, be instructed to repert to this House | Chambers, Chapman, Chetwood, Childs, Nathan- my 
not inclined to think as favorably of him, as per- the circumstances which occurred in the commit- | iel H. Claiborne, Clark, Connor, Corwin, Crane, 0 
haps | might have done, had he have defended | tee room on the 23d of January during the exam- || Cushing, Darlington, Dawson, Deberry, Denny, am 
himeelf against the attacks said to have been made — ination of Reuben M. Whitney; which, after || Elmore, Evans, Everett, Forester, French, Gran- tlee 
upon him, as | would have done under such cir- | some remarks from Mr. BELL, was disagreed | ger, Graves, Grayson, Grennell, Hiland Hall, igh 
cumstances. to. Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Hazeltine,Herod, int 
In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I may be permitted Mr. PATTON, after a few remarks, moved to | Hoar, Howard, Howell, Hunt, [ngersol!, William con 
to say that, if indeed Reuben M. Whitney be the || lay the whole subject on the table. Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, John W. Jones, Lane, the 
man that he has been represented to be by gentle- | Mr. LINCOLN called for the yeas and nays; | Lansing, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Lewis, Lin- pref 
men standing in their places on this floor, 1 can- | which were ordered, and the Clerk was proceed- | coln, Love, Lyon, Martin, Sampson Mason, enli 
not see the propriety of his being called or sum- | ing with the call, | Maury, McCarty, McKay, McComas, McKen- Mai 
moned to give evidence in any case whatever. [| When the name of Mr. ADAMS being called, | nan, Mercer, Milligan, Montgomery, Morris, port 
shall vote against the resolution in any possible | that gentleman rose in his place, and sent to the | James A Pearce, Pearson, Phillips, Pickens, diff 
shape in which it may be presented. Chair his reasons, in writing, why he declined to | Reed, Potts, Rencher, Russell, Schenck, Augus- gue 
Mr. GLASCOCK moved a substitute to the | vote upon the question. | tine H. Shepperd, Shields, Sickles, Slade, Sloare, The 
following effect, which, afier some remarks from The Clerk was about to read the paper, when | Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Taliaferro, Turner, othe 
the honorable mover and Mr. CALHOON, of The CHAIR intimated that it would require Underwood, White, Elisha Whittlesey, Lewis nevi 


of Kentucky, was disagreed to: 


the unanimous consent of the House. | Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Young—100. tly, 
Mr. G. said that whatever might be his feelings 


Mr. MERCER said he could not agree to it, || NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Bean, My 


in relation to Mr. Whitney, they would have no as other gentlemen might also do the same. 


influence with him as to the vote he should give 
on the proposed resolutions, and he had none to 
gratify, unless to give a conscientious one. Mr. , 
G. said that from an early period of his life he had 
been opposed to all and every attempt to deprive | 
a citizen of his liberty for a single moment, unless 
under the strongest circumstances, and such as 


The CLIAIR suggested that, probably, when | 


the House heard the reasons, they might yield to 
it assent. 


any circumstances, 
Mr. VANDERPOEL moved that the gentie- 
man be excused. 


] 
Mr. MERCER could not consent to it under | 
|| 


Beaumont, Black, Boon, Bovee, Brown, Burns, 
Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chapin, John F. H. 
Claiborne, Cleveland, Coles, Craig, Crame', 
Crary, Cushman, Doubleday, Dromgoole. Erner, 
Farlin, Fowler, Fry, Fuller, Galbraith, Gholso”, 
Glascock, Graham, Graotland, Haley, Joserh 
Hall, Hawkins, Haynes, Hol., Hopkins, tuo 
ley, Huntington, Ingham, Jarvis, Joseph John- 
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1837. Pe 


ee  6Kingensmith, Laporte, Gideon Lee, 
2 a 7a e, Tnomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loy- 
— Tab Maun, William Mason, May, McKeon, 
Mekim, M: Lene, Moore, Morgan, Owens, Page, 
Patierson, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, Joun 
Reynolds, Joseph teynolds, togers, Seyynour, 
Shinn, Sprague, laylor, Thomas, John Thom- 
son, Purcill, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, 
Thomas I. Whittiesey, and Yell—85. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 


Vir. LANE then moveda reconsideration of the 


yote by which the first resolution in relation to 


preseniing peuulons from slaves was, on yesterday, 


ec d. 
reir. BOON then moved to postpone its further 


consideration until to-morrow; which was agreed 


(0. motion of Mr. RENCHER, the House ad- 


journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, February 11, 1837. 


The CHAIR presented a communication from 
the War Department, transmitung a report from 
the Commissioner of ludian Affairs, called for by 
a resolution of the Senate; which, on motion of 
Mr. WHITE, was referred to the Committee on 
indian Affairs. 

Also, a report from the Treasury Department, 
made in compliance with the resolution of the 
Senate of the Ist February, relating to frauds in 
the public lands in Louisiana and elsewhere; 
which was ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Mr. PRESTON presented a memorial from 
several enlightened and public-spirited citizens of 
the District of Columbia, praying Congress to 
establish a receptacle for collecuons of mineralogy 
and geology in this District; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to 
be printed. 


Petitions were also presented by Messrs. 
WHITE, PRENTISS, TOMLINSON, | and 
WALL. 


LETTER FROM THE VICE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the joint committee ap- 
pointed to wait on the Hon. Ricnarp M. Jeun- 
son, of Kentucky, and inform him that he had 
been elected by the Senate to the office of Vice 
President ot the United States, reported that they 
had performed that duty, and received the follow- 
ing letter, which they were requested to present 
to the Senate: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

GenTLEMEN: | have received, with no ordinary 
emotions, the notice through your committee of 
my election to the office of Vice President of the 
Unied States by the Senate. I accept the station 
assigned me. This token of regard from the rep- 
resentatives of the States will be ever held in 
grateful recollection. Permit me to tender you 
my sincere thanks. 


Observing that your decision isin harmony with 


t majority gf the States, and a moiety of all the 
tleciors in the primary colleges, my gratification 
is heightened, from the conviction that the Senate, 
in the exercise of their constitutional prerogative, 


concurred with, and confirmed the wishes both of | 
the States and the people. Called, in virtue of this | 


preferment, to preside in the deliberations of your 


tulightened body, from and after the third of | 
March next, permit me to make use of this op- | 


portunity to say, that | cannot feel insensible to 
dificulties which | must anticipate, and the fre- 
guent occasion | may have for your forbearance. 


Though for thirty years a member of one or the } 


other of the two Houses of Congress, yet I have 
itver heen accustomed to preside, even tempora- 
nly, over either, or in any deliberative assembly. 
My atrention has generally been engrossed by the 
"ore immediate acts of legislation, without special 
‘gard to the minuteness of rules and orders, so 


iéeessary to the progress of business, and so im- || 


portant to the observance of the presiding officer. 

Con'emplating the character of my distinguished 
medecessors, and considering my deficiency in 
~ntof talent, and the want of experience for the 
*ppropriace duties of the station, it is impossible 


for me to overcome entifely the diffidence with 
which I meet this call of my fellow-citizens. But 
this reflection will always console me, that any 
errors on my part will effect me personaily rather 
than the public; the intelligence of the Senate will 
guard the country from any-injury that might 
result from the imperfections of its presiding offi 
cer, and its magnanimity will cover those imper- 
fections with the veil of charity. In this concla- 
sion I find a warrant in contemplating among the 
members of your body so many friends with 
whom I have been associated in public life. It is 
only in the event of an equal division of the Sen- 
ate that the presiding officer is called upon to give 
his vote. My hope is, that there may be always 
sufficient unanimity to prevent such a contin- 
gency. If, however, it should happen, this duty 
will be familiar to me, and I shall perform it with- 
out embarrassment. In exercising this power, I 
shall expect the same indulgence that I have ever 
extended to others, where differences of opinion 
' existed, 


To the Senate the most important trusts are | 


committed. Its duties are legisla:ive, executive, 
and, in certain contingencies, judicial. As cit- 
izens, every branch of our Government is dear to 
us; but, from my more immediate relation to this, 
by your choice, I shall regard it with special in- 
terest. It stands preéminent in talent and char- 
acter. J) presiding over its deliberations, it shall 
be my effort to act with perfect respect and im- 
partiality towards every member, and endeavor, 
by this course of conduct, to merit the approba- 
tion of all. R. M. JOHNSON. 


WasnincTon, February 10, 1837. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Patrick McGibbony, 


deceased; which was read, and ordered to a second | 


reading. 
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» Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kennon, 


Mr. NILES, from the same committee, to which | 


had been referred the bill from the House for the 
relief of Alexander Scammell, reported the same 
with amendments; which were read. 


Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported a bill for the relief of the widow of Samuel 
Gibbs; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com" 
merce, to which the memorial of the Board of 
Trade of the city of New York on the subject had 
been referred, reported a bill to authorize the 
President of the United States to cause some of 
the public vessels to cruise on the coast during 
the winter season, to relieve distressed navigators; 
which was read, and ordered to a second read- 
in 


Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of David 


a i 
‘Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on | 


Hilmore; which was read, and ordered to a sec- 


ond reading. 


Mr. PRESTON, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 
Bogy; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


which they lie, on certain conditions, was taken 
up, the question being on its second reading; and 
after some remarks from Messrs, HUBBARD, 
SEVIER, WALKER, NILES, ROBINSON, 
SOUTHARD, CALHOUN, 'ViIPTON, BEN- 
TON, and BUCHANAN, 

On motion of Mr BUCHANAN, the bill was 
laid on the table—yeas 26, nxys 20; as follows: 


Clayton, Crittenden, Dana, Ewing of Ohio, Hub- 


| Strange, Swift, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, Wall, 
| Webster, and Wright—26 

NAYs—Messrs. Benton, Black, Calhoun, 
Ewing of Jilinois, Fulton, Grundy, Hendricks, 
King of Alabama, Linn, Lyon, Moore, Mouton, 
|| Nicholas, Norvell, Preston, Robinsun, Sevier, 
|| Tipton, Walker, and W hite—20. , 
| On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the bill was or- 
‘! dered to be printed. 


bard, Kent, Knight, Niles, Page, Parker, Prentiss, | 
|| Rives, Robbins, Ruggles, Southard, Spence, | 


The bill to cede the public lands to the States in | 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Brown, Buchanan, | 


FORTIFICATIONS. 

The bill for the collection of materials, the pur- 
chase of sites, and for certuin fortifieations was 
read the third time; and after eer remarks 
from Messrs CRITTENDEN, BENTON, and 
SOUTHARD, 

Mr. SOUTHARD moved to lay the bill on the 
table; which was lost—yeas 12, nays 26. 

The question was then taken.on the final pas- 
save of the bill; and it was passed—yens 25, nays 
13; as follows: 

YE AS—Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Dana, Ful- 
ton, Grundy, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, 
Linn, Lyon, Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, 
Page, Robbins, Ruggles, Sevier, Strange, Taill- 
madge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, and 
Wright—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Black, Clay, Calhoun, Crit- 
tenden, Knight, Moore, Prentiss, Robinson, South- 
ard, Spence, Swift, Webster, and White—13. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for the Army for 
the year 1837 was, on motion of Mr. WRIGHT, 
laid on the table. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were severally read a third 
time and passed: 

The bill for the relief of Erastus Fairbanks and 
Thaddeus Fairbanks; 

The bill to change the name of the Dighton 
collection district, in Massachusetts, to Fall river, 
and for other purposes; 

The bill authorizing the appointment of persons 
to test the usefulness of the inventions to prevent 
the bursting cf steam-boilers; and ; 

The bill for the relief of the heir of Frederick 
Seigle. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 11, 1837. 

On motion of Mr. MERCER, after some con- 
versation between that gentleman, the CHAIR, 
and Mr. BRIGGS, the Journal was so amended 
as to strike therefrom the reasons given by Mr. 
Apams yesterday for declining to vote on any 
question affecting Reuben M. Whitney. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

Mr. THOMAS, on leave, from the joint com- 
mittee appointed to wait on the President elect, 
and apprise him that, in conformity with the mode 
prescribed in the Constitution, it had been ascer- 
tained that that gentleman was elected President 
of the United States for four years, commeneing 
on the fourth of March next, reported to the House 
that they had performed that duty, and had re- 
ceived for answer that he desired to express the 
deep sense he entertained of the distinguished 
honor which his fellow-citizens had conferred on 
him, and requested them to assure their respective 
Houses that they might rely on his unceasing 
efforts to execute the responsible trust which de- 
volved on him, in a manner most conducive to the 
public interest. 

The report, on Mr. T.’s motion, was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 


RIGHT OF PETITION OF SLAVES. 


Mr. TAYLOR asked the consent of the House 
to offer the following resolution; which waa read: 

Whereas, the vote of the House, taken on 
the 9th of February, on the following resolution, 
viz: ** Resolved, That any member who shall here- 
‘after presert to the House any petition from the 
‘slaves in this Union, ought to be considered as 
‘ regardless of the feelings of the House, the rights 
‘of the southern States, and unfriendly to the 
‘ Union,” may be construed into an expression of 
opinion upon the abstract question of the right of 
slaves to petition Congress: Therefore, 

Resolved, That slaves do not possess the right 
of petition secured to the people of the United 
States by the Constitution. 

Mr. INGERSOLL eent the following to «he 
Cierk’s table to be read: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Jonw Quincy Apams, 
having inquired of the Speaker whether u would 


> 
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be in order for him to present a petition purport- 
ing to be from certain slaves, and the Speaker 
having appealed to the House for instruction, 

Resolved, That this House cannot receive such 


petition, without disregarding its own dignity, the || 
rights of a large class of citizens of the South and | 


West, and the Constitution of the United States. 
The resolution having been read, 


Mr. TAYLOR accepted it as a modification of || 


his own, and then renewed his request to the 
House to grant him leave to offer it. 
Mr. PINCKNEY rose and objected. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved a suspension of | 


the rule. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the yeas | 


and nays; which were ordered. ; 

Mr. PATTON inquired if the motion to recon- 
sider was not first in order? 

The CHAIR replied, that it was competent for 
the House to give precedence to another question. 





Mr. PATTON presumed, then, that the object | 
of this proposition was to postpone the motion to | 
reconsider the vote rejecting the resolution on the | bs 
| They set forth that, in their opinion, slavery, in 


subject of presenting petitions from slaves. 
Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, suggested 


whether the propositions of the gentlemen from 
New York and Pennsylvania could be in order 
pending a motion to reconsider another having a | 


direct bearing upon, if not identical with them. 
The CHAIR replied that that was a matter of 
which the House itself was the sole judge. 


' 


The 


motion made to suspend the rule was strictly in | 


order. 


| this 


Mr. ASHLEY inquired if it would be in order | 
_at that stage to submit an amendment to the prop- | 


osition. 


The CHAIR. It would be in order to amend 


the proposition after it was before the House, if | 
the Houre should suspend the rule and agree to | 


receive it. a 
Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, suggested 
that it would be better to move to suspend the 


rule, to take up the question upon the reconsidera- |, | 
| droves, and kept for weeks and months, and then 


tion. 


The CHAIR could not entertain debate, and he | 


had before stated that the motion to suspend was | 


not open to amendment. 

Mr. CHAMBERS had made no motion, but 
threw out, as a suggestion, what he thought 
would be the best course. 

Mr. LEWIS inquired if the vote of the 9th 
should be reconsidered, whether the resolution 


rejected by that vote would be open to amend- | 


ment. ) 
The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 


the power of Congress, or its duty, in its action 


upon abolition petitions. 

That Congress have no power to interfere with 
slavery, as it exists in the States, is a proposition 
too clear toadmitofadoubt. The wildest fanatic 
does not claim this power on the part of Congress. 

That Congress does possess that power over the 
subject in the District of Columbia, to the same 
extent with the States, in their respective juris- 
dictions, to his mind was equally true. That, 


free to state that its exercise, to any extent, would 
be injurious to that species of 


District, and fearfully dangerous to the tranquillity 
of the Union. 
Sir, (said Mr. L.,) what do these petitioners, 


called abolitionists, and, by way of contempt, || 


fanatics, but whom he would call, whether male 
or female, the citizens of the United States, call 
upon Congress to do? To abolish slavery as it 
exists in the States? No, sir. To interfere with 
it inany manner inthe States? Certainly not. 


the abstract, is a great moral, political, and reli- 


trict of Columbia, together with the slave trade— 
a traffic carried on within the District as inhu- 
man as it is disgraceful to the American people. 
That as a member of the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, he had examined the jail—the com- 
mon property of the people of every portion of 

nion; and to his surprise he ond that 
prison thecommon receptacle for the safe-keeping 
of slaves bought up in the neighboring States by 
the dealers in human flesh, and there detained 
until the master or an agent shall find it conve- 
nient to drive them to a southern market; and all 
this without regard to comfort or convenience. 
In one instance he found in a damp, loathsome 
room of eight feet square,a mother and six or 
seven children; nor is this all, within this District 
are private prisons, into which they are driven in 


shipped to the South. This, all this cruelty, this 
loathsome suffering, this inhuman traffic, is carried 
on in open day, in presence of the American peo- 
ple, at the seat of liberty and boasted freedom. 
It is this cruel, this disgracefal trade, those peti- 
tioners humbly and respectfully pray you to 
abolish. To this end, to remedy this evil, (Mr. 
L. said,) as a member of this House, he would 
receive these petitions, refer them, and act upon 
them promptly and effectively. 


| them kindly and combat their errors with rea- 


Mr. LEWIS hoped that the question would be | 


first taken, for it would answer the same purpose. || 
Mr. PINCKNEY urged the gentleman from |, 
New York to withdraw his motion, and move to || 


take up the question of reconsideration. 

Mr. TAYLOR would yield to the wishes of 
members, and accordingly assented, withdrew his 
motion to suspend the rule for the purpose of sub- 


mitting his own resolution, and made a similar | 


motion to take up the question of reconsideration. | 
This motion to take up prevailed, and the ques- | 
tion then recurred upon reconsidering the. vote by | 


which the following resolution was rejected: 


‘* Resolved, That any member who shall here- || 
‘after present to the Llouse any petition from the | 
‘slaves in this Union, ought to be considered as || 
* regardless of the feelings of the House, the rights || 
‘of the southern States, and unfriendly to the || 
| of the right? 

Mr. LANE said he had moved the reconsider- || 
ation of the vote taken upon the first resolution | 


* Union.”’ 


for the purpose of substituting one less equivocal 
in its character; a resolution not susceptible of oa 
and every possible construction—that shall vanish 


with weapons to disturb the public repose. 

That before he proceeded to assign the reasons 
which had induced this course, he desired the 
indulgence of the House while he should set him- 


the country, in relation to this subject. It was 


one upon which his opinion had been made up || 


long before he had a seat in this Hall; and since 
which he had seen nothing, heard nothing, to 


shake, much less change it, either in reference to ' 


| character. 
all doubt from the mind of the good man and the | 
eee shail not arm the fanatic of the | 

orth, or the discontented politician of the South, |! 


son. Mr. L. said he did not intend in these 
remarks to include the individual who should 
purchase a slave or slaves, for his own use, or 
part with those for which he had no use. 

Mr. L. said, upon the resolution rejected, recon- 
sidered, and now a substitute proposed, he had 
but little to say. He had voted against its adop- 
tion, moved its reconsideration, and would now 
vote most cheerfully for its substitute. 

The honorable gentleman from South Carolina, 
{Mr. Pickens] says he voted for the resolution, 
because by punishing a member for presenting a 
petition from slaves, was conclusive they had no 


right to petition; while Mr. L. had voted against || 


it for the reason that its adoption presupposed a 
right in the slave to petition. If no such right 
existed, why resolve that it should be a crime to 
present? \vhy not resolve at once the absence 


Sir, it is remarkable that an honorable gentle- 
man from South Carolina alive to this subject, 
should have presented to this House a resolution 
so equivocal in its language, 80 doubtful in its 
W hatis thelanguage, what the mean- 
ing, what the construction it would have received 
if adopted ? 

‘* Resolved, That any member who shall here- 


| ‘after present any petition from the slaves of this 
'*Union, ought to be considered as regardless of 
‘| *the feelings of the House, the rights of the 
| * southern States, and unfriendly to the Union.” 

self right before his constituents, the House, and || 


It provided that any member who shall hereafter 


os any petition from the slaves of this Union. 


he plain and inevitable inferences to be drawn 
from this sentence are, first, that the members of 


| thi? House have been in the habit of presenting 


such petitions; secondly, that it had been lawful 
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| while he honestly entertained this opinion, he was || 


| 


He would treat || 





| 


| 


| 


|| upon every stump, at every muster, 


February } l 


to do so; and, lastly, the slave not o car 
such right, but had exercised it. 7 Poseensed 
Sir, had this resolution been adopted, and t 
me, you would have seen the disappointed 
| ambitious politicians of the South, if any a 
there are, fanning the flame of discontent, = 
In ey , 
sounding the alarm, danger, danger, dig 
The resolution would have been tortured into - 
and every possible meaning, to prove ay an 
everything. It would have been rightly denounce 


‘ | at the South as loosening, instead of drawing, th 
roperty in the | sited 
hands of the owners in the neighborhood of the | 


cord upon the slave. 

The South would have been in a politica] 
in the North the politicians would have blo 
| tide of ‘abolition to its height, and 
bear upon the Administration. 

In the face of all this, the honorable gentlem, 
from South Carolina (Mr. Pickens] Says . 
| rejection of such a resolution has driven the South 


flame; 
Wn th 
all brought : 





|| to the fearful precipice of disunion; that they trea 





upon volcanoes. er, 
» Sir, it was the rejection of that resolution whic) 
| has saved them from the precipice, and calmed 


|| the troubled spirit of the volcano. 
gious evil, and pray its abolishment in the Dis- | 


Let honorable gentlemen from the South join 
| with their real, not pretended friends; let ther) 9 
with him and those with whom he acted—wih 
_ the friends of the Constitution, of the Union, of 
liberty, of equal rights—with the Democratic 
| party, the friends of the Administration, in thy 
| adoption of a resolution, in its language pointed 
_in its meaning clear and obvious. A resolution 


|| that all who see, hear, or read it, shall understand 


| it as one man—that the slaves of this Union have 


| no right to petition Congress for the abolition of 
| slavery. 

| Such a resolution will be understood in the 
| South, and will be satisfactory to all. The fanatics 


|| of the North cannot pervert it, nor the honest 
|| abolitionist evade it. 
1 Mr. L. said, in conclusion, that now, the event 


| having passed, without being in any degree affected 
_by this exciting subject, and with reference to 
which much of the past excitement may be attrib 


‘| uted, he hoped, for the tranquillity of the nation, 


| of the business of this House, the resolution now 
proposed in the place of the one on a former day 
rejected, would be adopted, with such a majority 
_as shall speak peace to the South, and that cannot 
be misunderstood at the North. 

Mr. L. called for the yeas and nays; which 
| were ordered. 
Mr. ASHLEY said he had voted against the 
| resolution then under consideration, and he should 
| be obliged to do so again if, without the modif- 
| cation, the question upon it should beagain taken. 
| Mr. A. was not in his seat when this unfortunate 
subject was first introduced into the House, but he 


|| was near at hand, and indistinctly heard the gen- 


| tleman from Massachusetts when he addressed the 
Chair. Learning from a friend near at hand that 
& proposition was made to submit to the House 
|a petition from slaves, praying the abolition of 
slavery, Mr. A. cate his seat, when several 
resolutions were submitted, proposing to bring the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apans] 0 
_ the bar of the House for an alleged egntempt, for 
having submitted the proposed abolition petition. 
Not for a moment supposing there could be any 
misapprehension as to the purport of the petition, 
or as to the shape in which it was communicated 
to the House, Mr. A. found himself partaking i0 
what seemed to be the common feeling of its mem- 
bers, to support the dignity of the House; ant 
Mr. A. felt disposed to go as far as any other 
member to effect that object—even to the expul- 
sion of the member who had offered the supposed 
indignity, should the circumstances of the cas¢, 
on a full investigation, justify thatextreme. But, 
Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. A.,) you may well im- 
|agine my surprise. After consuming almost the 
whole day in an effort to bring the matter to issue, 
the paper in question was ascertained not to be® 
pate from slaves for the abolition of slavery, 

ut a paper purporting to be a petition from 
twenty-two slaves of the District of Columbia, 
praying the expulsion of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts from the House of Representatives—* 
hoax, no doubt, practiced upon the gentleman 
from Massachusetts by some wag of Washington, 
in consequence of the gentleman’s zeal in b 
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~~ con petitions. Sir, (said Mr. A.,) I was || 
ie od no less mortified, to find myself | 
oe ad in such a farce, if I may be permitted to 
ye that name. Yes, sir, | would call ita 
oan and | admonish my friends from the South, 
as well as the North, not to change its title and | 
haracter, by their over-zeal, for the worse; that 
‘s to say, not to proceed on this all-important and 
delicate subject, so as at length to entitle it to 


! another name—a deep and direful tragedy. 


Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. A.,) the facts of the 
case having been disclosed to the House, I was 
of opinion that the several propositions then on 

our table, touching the matter in question, should 
have been swept from it, leaving the gentleman 
from Massachusetts in possession of his petition 
or paper, to dispose of the same on his own re- 
sponsibility, without any further action of the 
tjonse on this subject, unless the course of that 
orsome other member should require it. But, 
sir, (said Mr. A.,) it was otherwise determined 
py the House; a vote was taken on the resolution 
of the gentleman from Virginia, and, without 
affording him an opportunity to explain the course 
hefelt himself bound to take, the previous question | 
interposing and cutting off all further debate, he | 
(Mr. A.) was bound to vote against it. His | 
object in then occupying the floor was to say, in 

art, what he intended to say before the vote of 
the preceding day on the resolution, and to pro- | 
test against a construction put on the rejection of || 
the resolution by some gentlemen, to wit: thatits | 
rejection implied the right thereafter of any mem- 
ber to introduce a petition from slaves. Mr. A. 
said he denied the ground; the premises upon 
which such construction is based are not tenable. |! 
He (Mr. A.) would be one of the last members | 
in the House to give any vote that could be so | 
construed. He was not only in favor of rejecting || 
petitions to Congress from slaves, but he had 
gone as far as the farthest in rejecting petitions to | 
Congress for the abolition of slavery, as the Jour- 
nals of that House of the 9th and 10th of January | 
last would show. He (Mr. A.) took the broad || 
ground that Congress had no control over the sub- | 
ject—that it belonged exclusively to the States in || 
which the evil, if you will, exists; and that any | 
action of Congress on the subject is improper. It | 
should be left to the States holding slaves to take | 
such course in reference to the abolition of slavery | 
as their own feelings and interests might dictate; | 
and Mr. A. thought that was the most effectual 
course to reach the object of the people of the 
North, who seemed so desirous to abolish slavery. | 

Mr. A. had another objection to the resolution || 
referred to. He could not think the case of the | 
gentleman from Massachusetts justified the odium | 
which would be cast upon him by the adoption || 
of thatresolution. Nor was he (Mr. A.) disposed | 
to prescribe any degree of punishment for a con- 
tempt to, or disorderly conduct in, that House, 
on the part of any one of its members, until the || 
case should occur. If it should become his pain- | 
ful duty to act on such a case, he would be found || 
to act as promptly as any member, and should | 
then exercise his own judgment according to the | 
extent and nature of the offense, without reference | 
to previous rules or resolutions of the House which || 
might be connected with the same subject, but | 
differ materially in their nature and extent. 

Mr. A. said he had other objections to the reso- || 
lution, but he would not now longer detain the |, 
House. Thus far he felt it his duty to submit || 
his views on the subject, to prevent false impres- || 
sions in reference to his vote on the resolution; 
anything further, should it become necessary at || 
any time, he would willingly submit to those to || 
whom alone he felt responsible for its action on | 
the subject under consideration. Mr. A. was in 
hopes the resolution would be so modified as to | 
bear only on the abstract question as to the right | 
of slaves to petition Congress; and he cared not | 
how strong it was, he would vote for it, although 
heregretted the question had been introduced at all. 

Mr. PARKER raised the point of order 
Whether, as the question of reconsideration re- 
curred, the demand for the previous question, 





<euuy moved on the resolution, did not recur 
ith iti 

The CHAIR decided otherwise, and that the 
Motion to reconsider stood alone, without any 
reference to the previous question. 





Mr. UNDERWOOD gave his reasons at length 
why he had voted against the resolution which it 


| was now proposed to reconsider. He had voted 


against it because he would have considered the 
adoption of it a denunciation on that floor of 
those who conceived it to be their duty to pre- 
sent all petitions, let them come from whomsoever 
they might; the adoption of it would have been 
denouncing all persons entertaining such opin- 
ions, however mistaken they might be, as inimical 
to the Union; and another reason why he (Mr. 
U.) had voted against it was, that he considered it 
as violating the spirit of the Constitution of the 


| country, which provided that no one should be 


held amenable for anything said on that floor. 


| He disclaimed all intention, by his vote against 


this resolution, of admitting the right of slaves to 
petition Congress, and said he had endeavored to 
get the floor to explain, before the vote was 
taken, but was prevented by the operation of the 
rules of the House. He intended, if he had ob- 
tained the floor, to offer a resolution declaring it 
as the sense of the House that slaves had not the 
constitutional right to petition Congress. 

Mr. GIDEON LEE said, believing that mem- 
bers perfectly understood the simple question of 


| reconsideration, and that they would have a better 


opportunity of discussing the question which 


| would immediately follow the question of recon- 


sideration, he therefore moved the previous ques- 
tion. 
Mr. ADAMS appealed to the gentleman to 


| withdraw the motion. 


Mr. LEE had made up his mind, and could 


| not withdraw the motion. 


The previous question was seconded by the 
House—ayes 108, noes not counted; and the main 
question was ordered to be put. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered on the 


| main question, which was on reconsidering the 


vote by which the resolution was rejected, were— 
yeas 159, nays 45; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alford, Chilton Allan, An- | 


thony, Ashley, Barton, Bean, Bell, Black, Bockee, 
Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Bayd, Burns, Bynum, 


John Calhoon, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carr, | 


Carter, Casey, John Chambers, Chaney, Chap- 
man, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. 
H. Claiborne, Cleveland, Coles, Connor, Cramer, 
Crane, Crary, Cushman, Dawson, Deberry, 
Doubleday, Dromgoole, Efner, Elmore, Fairfield, 
Farlin, Forester, Fowler, French, Fry, Galbraith, 
James Garland, Rice Garland, Gholson, Gillet, 
Glascock, Graham, Grantland, Graves, Griffin, 
Haley, Joseph Hail, Hamer, Harian, Samuel S. 
Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Holsey, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, Howell, Hub- 
ley, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, 
Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Kennon, Kil- 
gore, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing,Laporte, Law- 
ler, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Luke 
Lea, Lewis, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah 
Mann, Martin, William Mason, Moses Mason, 
Sampson Mason, Maury, McComas, McKay, 
McKeon, McKim, McLene, Mercer, Miller, 
Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, 
Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, Franklin 
Pierce, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Pear- 


| son, Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps, Pinckney, John 


Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Richardson, Robert- 
son, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, William B. 
Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, 
Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, 


Taylor, John Thomson, Waddy Thompson, 


Toucey, Turrill, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Wag- 


ener, Ward, Webster, Weeks, White, Thomas 


T. Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Wil- 
liams, Wise, and Yell—159. 
NAYS—Messrs.Adams, Heman Allen, Bailey, 
Beaumont, Bond, Borden, Briggs, Buchanan, 
William B. Calhoun, George Chambers, Clark, 
Cushing, Darlington, Denny, Evans, Everett, 
Granger, Grennell, Hiland Hall, Hard, Harper, 
Hazeltine, Henderson, Hoar, Ingersoll, William 
Jackson, Janes, Lawrence, Lay, Lincoln, Love, 
Job Mann, McCarty, McKennan, Milligan, 
Parker, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Russell, Slade, 


| Sloane, Vinton, Elisha Whittlesey, and Young 
| —45. 


So the vote was reconsidered. 
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} 


| 


|| preserved; that it is hoped this Capitol will stand; 
| that wedesiretobea freeshappy and united people, 
‘| no one will question the soundness of the proposi- 
| tions, yet not a member of the House would feel 
| disposed to vote for any of them. They are not 
| practical, and for that reason they are not useful, 
|The question now at issue is mainly between 
| theory and practice. We must meet the inquiry 
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Crate rose in his place, and stated that he was 
out of his seat at the moment when his name was 
called, though he returned to it the instant there- 
after, and he asked leave to record his vote in the 
affirmative; but it was objected to.] 

The resolution being then before the House, 

Mr. TAYLOR moved to amend it by striking 
out all after the word ‘*.Resolved,’’ and inserting 
the following: ‘* That slaves do not possess the 
right of petition secured to the people of the Uni- 
ted States by the Constitution.” 

Mr. PICKENS addressed the House at some 
length in opposition to the proposed amendment. 
He conridered it an evasion of the question, and 
hoped that southern men would not aid in this 
evasion. He believed if the vote was to be taken 
over again on the resolution now reconsidered, it 
would be the same that it was when it was rejected, 
and that the amendments proposed were mere eva- 
sions of the question. Besides this, he considered 
that vote as a true exponent of the will of the con- 
stituents of those gentlemen who had voted on 
that occasion; and he felt it to be his duty not to 
vote on a question which could lead to nothing but 
delusion. He was of opinion, from information 
received on the floor, that the abolitionists were 
increasing in numbers, and that the vote which 
was given the other day met their views; and as 
an evidence of this he referred to the proceedings 
now going on in Pennsylvania, at an abolition 

' convention now in session at Harrisburg. He did 
not believe that any one should be trammeled by 
what he said, but he could not and he would not 
vote on any question of this kind, as he never 
could be an aiderand abettor of those who desired 
to evade a question so important as this. 

Mr. INGERSOLL submitted the following 
amendment to the substitute offered by Mr. 
Tayior: 

Strike out allafter the word ** That,’’ and insert 
the following: ‘‘the Hon. Jonn Quincy Apams 
having inquired of the Speaker whether it would 
be in order for him to present a petition purport- 
ing to be from certain slaves, and the Speaker 
having appealed to the House for instructions, 

‘Resolved, That this House cannot receive such 
petition without disregarding its own eae 
rights of a large class of citizens of the South 
and West, and the Constitution of the United 
States.’’ 

Mr. INGERSOLL said: The amendment pro- 
posed, Mr. Speaker, is offered in a spirit of tran- 
quillity and peace. Next to the desire which 
should influence every member of this House to 
give kis vote according to the dictates of a con- 
scientions judgment, is that of giving it with the 
hope of reconciling conflicting sentiments, and 
reproducing harmony when it has been disturbed. 
We are informed of angry feelings, of agitated, 
and excited minds. It is our duty, to prevent, if 
possible, their farther aggravation in this House, 
and the extension of it throughout the country. 
How is this best to be effected? By meeting the 
evil at its source; by counteracting the principal 
and primary mischief. To ascertain where that 

is, we need only look to the history of the last. 
week. A discussion has been going on which 
has done nogood. It might have been obviated 
in a moment by a prompt reply to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. That reply 
would now terminate what at the beginning it 
would have prevented. We have reached a prac- 
tical crisis. It is a practical evil that we wish to 
correct. 

| There are many propositions which are not 

| acceptable, and are not adopted, and yet the rejec- 


= 


| tion of them does not imply a negative of all or 


any of the propositions contained in them. There 
| are truisms which are not rendered the stronger 
| by being legislated on affirmatively, or the werker 
| by a negative vote. If, for example, it should be 
| proposed to resolve that a republican form of gov- 


'| ernment is the best; that this Union ought to be 


{When the roll had been called through, Mr. '' which has been made sooner or later, and I pro- 
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pose to meet it in the form which the substitute I 
have offered presents. ‘The petition cannot be 
received, whether it bea jest, or otherwise, without 
compromising the dignity of the House. [t aims 
at no useful end. It attempts thecorrection of no 
grievance. It cannot be received, because it would 
interfere with the rights of those to whom service 
and Jabor are due by the individuals who have 
forwarded it, and declared themselves to stand in 
that relation. It cannot be received, because in 
this interference it strikes at all those parts of the 
Constitution which recognize the system of slavery 
in the several States of the Union where it exists 
according to their chosen polity. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he congratulated 
the House and the whole country, that this im- 
portant and agitating subject of slavery was about 
to assume such a shape, as that all, or nearly all, 
portions of the House, might and would unite in 
doing and declaring something that the crisis de- 
mended. He had voted for the original resolution 
which was rejected day before yesierday, and the 
vote to reject which had just been reconsidered. 
In voting for it, he had no difficulties or scruples 
to overcome. He believed in one and all of the 

ropositions which it either expressed or implied. 

Je would be ashamed of himself, if he ever could 
have supposed that slaves had a right to petition 
this body, or any legislative body of any State 
where slavery exists; nor hud he any doubt of the 
soundness or justness of the proposition, that if 
any gentleman should hereafier present a petition 
from slaves, he would justly expose himself to the 
displeasure, if not the censure of this House. The 
idea that slaves had a right to petition the Ameri- 
can Congress was indeed too monstrous to justify 
any lavored attempt at refutation, but at the same 
time, he was satisfied that the vote upon the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Par- 
TON,}] Was not an expression of the sense of the 
majority of this House upon the abstract right of 
slaves to petition. He believed, he hoped, for the 
honor of the nation, that there were not twenty 
members in this House who believed in the abstract 
right of slaves to petition Congress. At the same 
ume, he knew that the vote of Thursday, which 
he (Mr. V.) so much deplored, was not a fair ex- 
ponent of the sense of this House as to the right of 
slaves to petition, as would be demonstrated by the 
vote which would now soon be given. It would be 
recollected that that resolution, which was just 
reconsidered, contained some two or three proepo- 
sitions so connected as to be indivisible; proposi- 
tions in one of which gentlemen might believe, and 
disbelieve the residue. A gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Parker] had moved a division of the 
resolution of the gentleman from Virginia, so as 
to get a vote upon each distinct proposition, and 
the Chair very properly decided that the resolu- 
tion was so worded, that if the vote upon the first 
proposition were taken, no distinct independent 
substantive proposition would be left, and the reso- 
lution was not therefore susceptible of division. It 
was to be swallowed then as one unbroken dose. 
Many gentlemen to his (Mr. V.’s) knowledge, had 
yoted against it, vecause they supposed it involved 
a very severe censure upon the honorable genile- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams;] others 
voted against it, because it impeached, in advance, 
as they suppose, the motives of some honorable 
member of this House, who under some very pecu- 
liar circumstances might hereafier deem it a duty to 
present a petition froma slave. As awhole, there- 
fore, they voted against it, though, as | weil know 
they believed that slaves had constitutonally no | 
right to petition Congress. And yet the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. Pickens] has 
told us that he did not vote upon the motion to 
reconsider, because he believes that the vote of 
Thursday was a fair exponent of the sense of a 
majority of this House upon the abstract right of 
slaves to petition! The gendeman’s course was, 
no doubt, a conscientious one; but he entreated 
him to review a resoluuon which, he (Mr. V.) 
feared he had too precipitately formed. Was the | 
stand he had taken kind to those gentlemen of the 
North who had for the two last years so firmly 
coéperated with us here and elsewhere, in all 
measures that were calculated to frustrate the mis- 
chievous doings of northern abolitionists? Was it | 
not anything but charitable? I teil the gentleman 
that | know, because they have told me so, that 
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many gentlemen from the North voted in the ma- 


the resolution then negatived, implied a severe 


imputation upon the motives of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 


| he still unwilling to aid gentlemen in any effort 
| they may make to set themseives right before this 
| House and this nation? Suppose that whole num- 


| places and tell us that they did not believe in the || 
right of slaves to petition, but that they voted in | 


bers of northern gentlemen should rise in their 


the negative on Thursday, because the resolution 


then under consideration implied, as they sup- | 
posed, a most unmerited and cruel impeachment || 
of the motives of an honorable member of this | 


House, would the gentleman from South Carolina 
sull pertinaciously adhere to his faith? would he 
sull persist in the course he had prescribed for 
himself? 


the past efforts of northern gentlemen to put down 
the abolitionists, and to his regard for that great 
southern interest which was assailed by the peti- 


tions with which fanatics were constautly pester- | 


ing us. 


Sir, (said Mr. V.,) I will not impeach the mo- | 
tives which have influenced any gentlemen in the | 


' course they have seen fit to pursue in relation to 


this agitating subject. 


triotic. But I will take occasion to say that asa 


northern man, opposed with all my soul to the | 


mad schemes of the northern abolitionists, and 
feeling the tull weight of obligation that rests upon 
me to fulfill that sacred compact of the Constitu- 
tion—not to interfere with the domestic relations | 
of cur southern brethren—my incentives to duty 
have by no means been strengthened by the 
speeches, the doctrines, and the propositions of 
the honorable gentleman from South Carolina, 
[ Mr. Pickens.] and of other southera gentlemen 
who have advucated his policy, his views, and his 
measures upon this subject. We have for the 
last two years heard much here to try our patience, 
if not to abate our zeal in the good cause. We 
had heard entirely too much of blood and dis- 
union; too much hurling of defiance, to afford us 


encouragement, to stimulate us to renewed vigor || 


in the path of duty. Sir, there are many southern | 
gentlemen who do not seem to appreciate our 
position at the North. We havenow, and always 
will have fools and fanatics there as well as else- | 
where. We know we can keep them in subjec- | 


tion, if their arms are not nerved, and their ranks | 


are not thickened by the indiscretion of our south- 
ern brethren. It is at the North where the battle 
against the abolitionists is to be fought. We 
will do the work for you, my friends from the | 


South, nobly and gallantly; but in the name of |, 
justice, cheer and encourage us with your kind- | 


ness and friendship, instead of irritating us with 

menace, with denunciation, and ebullitions of de- 

fiance. Do not propose measures so harsh and 

unreasonable, as to drive from us any of that great 

moral thinking mass of northern population that 

now ceustains and encourages us in our efforts to 

put down the abolitionists. Think, gentlemen, 

before you speak. Look before you leap. Recol- | 
lect that the boldest measures are not always the 

wisest and most politic measures. Do not uncon- 

sciously play into the hands of northern incen- | 
diaries by asking us to vote for propositions which | 
our constituents of the North may regard as vio- | 
lations of the Constitution. Do not ask us to | 
deny to freemen the right of petition, however | 
deluded they may be. Be assured that you are 
not, by such a course, subserving the great in- 
terests you have s> nearat heart. It is calculated 
to increase our difficulties at home, and reinforce 
the enemy you wish us to subdue. I conjure 
southern gentlemen to think of, to appreciate these 
considerations. They are dictated by a spirit of 
friendship, by a spirit of fidelity to the Consttu- 
tion. Think you not that harsh speeches and 
harsh measures operate against your cause? An 
honorable gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Pinckney,} in the ardor of debate had resorted to 
a simile, which, if true, might rather have been 
waived. Hetold us that he would as soon believe 
that a cow or a horse, a dog or a cat, had a right 
to petition, as that a negro slave had a right to 


|| whole volumes. 
And does he still adhere to | 
the sentiment that that resolution isa fairexponent | 
of the sense of the majority of this House, and is || 


| the letter and spirit. 


He appealed to that gentleman’s high | 
sense of justice, and he appealed to his regard for | 


They are doubtless pa- | 
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1} sie : 
| petition this House. Speeches like thes. 
jority on Thursday, because they supposed that | : 


measures that are akin to them, fur),;. 
' from which abolitionists will wriue 


‘ x 
QU pregey 
Let southern geatleine, ws 
their valor with a little discretion, and iny y 
e . } 7 rd 
for it all will yet be weil. We ot the Nor, , 
great mass of the North, will fafill the coig), | 
We recognized your jjro,. 
erty in slaves when we entered into soleus oy. 
enant and union with you. We solemuly gyre 
that slaves should form part of the basis 0} | bi 
representation on this floor; and until we hes a 
_ wretches, and wholly insensible to the oblien, _. 
of covenant and duty, : 
FILL THE COMPACT. 
Jt was necessary that he (Mr. V.) should say 
a few words as to the right of slaves to petiio, 
He was surprised that any intelligent geniiemp, 
had seriously contended for this right. 
wholly inconsistent with the idea of property ig 
slaves, which all who understood the relatioy of 
master and slave must admit to exist. A slave is 
not a citizen in the eye of the Constitution, His 
political existence is merged in that of his master 
He cannot prosecute in your courts of justice 
He cannot petition your legislative assemblies, 
Sir, | know enough of the sentiments of the State 
which | have the honor in part to represent, to 
feel assured that before slavery was abolished jp 
New York, a proposition to present a petition 
‘rom slaves to the New York Legislature, wouij 
have been regirded as an insult. [It would have 
awakened there as great a measure of indignation 
as has here been exhibited within the last five 
days. Sir, what has the Legislature of New 
York lately done to indicate its abhorrence of the 
movements of modern abolitionists? A_ petition 
was there very recently presented to enlarze the 
political rights of free negroes, emanating, no 
doubt, from the same sources that are constanily 
agitating ue here; und eo instanti that it was pre- 
sented, its prayer was indignantly rejecte! by an 
almost unanimous vote of the popular branch of 
the New York Levislature. There was litile or 
no sympatuy for avolitionists tnere. New York 
is sound to the core upun this subject; and he had 
no fear that she would ever become otherwise. 
An honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Cusnine] had favored us with a very elo- 
quent and able speech a few days ago, but the 
| great defect of it was, that it did not meet the 
true question. Admit that the right of petition is 
preéxistent to, and independent of, the Constitu- 
tion, the question still recurs, whether it is not to 
freemen, and to freemen alone, that it attaches. 
The Constitution secures to the people the right 
peaceably to assemble and petition the Govern- 
ment fora redress of grievances. Had any one, 
before to-dav, ever dreamed that the appellation 
of ** the people’? embraced slaves? Sir, | hesitate 
not to declare that, were I a southern man, | would 
not submit to the doctrine, that slaves havea right 
to petition, if Congress were ever mad enough to 
sanction it. Nay, | go further, and declare tha', 
as a northern man, | would not submit to it. | 
would not breok the degradation of listening to 
and entertaining that which it belongs to freemen 
alone to address to us. The honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] had fancied and 
stated some cases, in which it might be expedient 
to entertain a petition from a slave Sir, (said 
Mr. V.,) I could have hoped that that gentleman 
was too sound a logician to suppose that extreme 
and far-fetched cases against a proposition prove 
its unsoundness. On the contrary the maxim 
‘* Exceptio probat regulam,’’ was a sound maxim 
of law and philosophy. The gentleman had sup- 
posed the case of a slave wan:‘ering or driven into 
a foreign country, and there cruelly oppressed. 
He asks, would you not entertain a petition for 
his relief? Suppose, sir, you should here pass & 
broad and sweeping resolution that petitions 
should not be received from slaves, and that any 
geutleman who should thereafter present such 
petition would be regarded as insulting the House. 
_ Suppose that, after this, a gentleman should rise 
in his place and state that he had received a pet!- 
tion from an American slave in a foreign country, 
_ who was there most cruelly oppressed ; that he 
had endeavored to find his master, but had not 
_ been able to find him; that he submitted 1, most 
| respectfully, to the House to determine whether 
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1, devermine, as matler of grace and favor, that the 


etition should be received. Would this extreme 
case prove the unsoundness of the general propo- 
sition, that slaves have constitutionally no right 
to petition? No, sir; it would not militate against 
the soundness of the general rule. But even in 
such a case, the proper course would be for the 
slave to lay his case before our minister or consul 
sproad. Let the minister or consul communicate 
the facts to your Executive, and if he regards it 
gs a ease requiring legislative interposition let him 
communicate it to Congress. I deny, therefore, 
thateven under such extreme circumstances, a 
slave would, as matter of strict right, havea right 
jirectly to petition Congress. And was it indeed 
go very strange that this right of petition was not 
, universal right? He appealed to his friends 
and colleagues from the North whether there were 
not some persons in our section of the Union 
jegally incapable of petitioning even your courts 
of justice. An infant, a person under twenty-one 

vars of age, can there only petition a judicial 
inbunal by his guardian or next friend. ‘Tell me 
not then that the right of petition to courts of 
justice, OF legislative bodies, is a universal right; 
hat it 1s not modified or limited by the laws and 
relations of society. He would not longer discuss 
this point. He had already dwelt too long upon 
it. To discuss it was paying too much respect to 
it. It was a point which he could have hoped 
would never have been mooted in an American 

Congress. 

Mr. V. had said that he had heard too many 
threats of blood and disunion since he had had 
the honor of a seat here. Had we been told that 
the Potomac would soon be the dividing line, aud 
that its waters would be crimsoned with blood, 
these threats had ceased to frighten anybody. 
When he (Mr. V.) first entered this House he 
always felt an awful agonizing sensation when 
gentlemen presented to us the dreadiul alternative 
ofdisunion! But, sir, it had no power longer to 
shake his nerves. He had become used to 1t; for 
ithad become quite an old story. Threats of dis- 
union had become as familiar here as household 
words. Gentiemen almost daily talked about 
setting up for themselves, ‘‘ as flippantly as maids 
do talk of puppy dogs,’’ and no one was longer 
disturbed by ut. He would not longer permit 
himself to be troubled with the apprehension of 
even the possibility of disuion. The North, though 
ithad a few weak and celuded men, and officious 
women, would sacredly regard and faithfully fulfill 
all the obligations that resulted from the ‘* Union.”’ 
Theré was patriotism enough at the North, and 
patriotism and discretion enough at the South, to 
save this glorious fabric of our Union. Delusion 
and fanaticism would have only a brief and harm- 
less career. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, could not be- 
lieve that a majority of the members who had 
voted to reject the resolution offered by the gen- 
(leman from Virginia the other day intended to 
express the opinion that slaves had the right to 
petition; but there seemed to be a great contrariety 
of opinion on the subject, and a number of gentle- 
men thought that by implication the rejection of that 
resolution went to affirm that slaves had the right 
lopetition. He had never entered into a discussion 


on this subject, because he did not believe that it | 
could lead to any good result; but on the contrary | 


would do a great deal of evil. He did consider, 
however, that if the Hlouse recognized the right 
of slaves to petition, that the Union was virtually 


id receive such petition; and the House were | 


; 


** An inquiry having been made, by an honor- 
‘able member from Massachusetts, whether a 
* paper, which he held in his hand, purporting to 
‘be a petition from certain slaves, and declaring 
‘ themselves slaves, came within the order of the 
* House of the 18th of January, and the said paper 
‘not having been received by the Speaker, he 


| * stated that, in a case so extraordinary and aovel, 


| explanation of the vote he had given. 


‘he would take the advice and counsel of the 
* House. 

** Resolved, That this House cannot receive the 
‘said petition without disregarding its own dig- 
‘ nity, the rights of a large class of citizens of the 
‘South and West, and the Constitution of the 
* United States. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND spoke at some length in 
He had 
voted against this resolution; but, because of his 
doing so, it did not follow that he was in favor of 
receiving petitions from slaves. He had voted 
against It, because the resolution involved a ques- 
tion of censure on the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, and he put it to gentlemen whether it would 
not be the better means of getting a large vote on 
this subject, to take it on the bare question pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Massachusetts, on 
the reception of the petition purporting to be from 
slaves. If that question was met he doubted not 
they would obtain very nedrly a unanimous vote 
against the reception of the petition. ‘That was 
the question which ought to be met, and he was 
sorry to see gentlemen running off after a new 
question. 

Mr. BYNUM did not rise to make a speech on 
this occasion, but merely to inform the House, 
that at this time the individual who had been 
ordered to be brought before the House by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, was now in attendance, pre- 
pared to be heard, and he hoped gentlemen would 


| bring this debate to a close at as early a period as 


practicable, so that a citizen might not be kept 
in custody longer than was actually necessary. 
Mr. B. then made a few remarks in reply to the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. VanpDERPOEL,] 
and read an extract from a southern paper stating 
that a committee of the Legislature of Louisiana 
had reported in favor of calling a southern con- 


| vention, to take some measures to counteract the 


efforts of the abolitionists. 

Mr. WADDY THOMPSON said he regretted 
to differ from his honorable colleague [Mr. Pick- 
ENS] on any question of such interest to the South 
as the one immediately pending; but he felt it due 
to those gentlemen who had shown a disposition 
to meet this question, to say that he was satisfied 
with the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. INGersout,| because 
he believed it covered all the maierial points, if 
not the whole ground. Although he did not feel 
authorized to take the responsibility of accepting 
it as a modification of his resolution, still he would 
consider himself justified in voting for the amend- 
ment. He was glad to give gentlemen from the 
North the opportunity of setting themselves right 
on this subject; and although he might be dis- 
posed under certain circumstances to cavil for the 


/ninth part of a hair, yet he would consider him- 


self as doing that which was most improper, if he 


| were to split hairs on a question like the present, 


a question of pacification. He considered it to 


_ have been his duty to have said thus much, and if 


he had not mistaken the general sentiment of the 


South, they would respond to it. 
Mr. HOWARD moved a reconsideration of the | 


dissolved, and when that day came, he should | 


feel it to be his duty to leave that House, and go 
home to his constituents. Entertaining these 


views, hé would ask of the gentleman from Penn- | 


tylvania to accept as a part of his resolution, to 


vote by which the resolution of yesterday, direct- 
ing Mr. Whitney to be brought before the bar of 
the House, was adopted; which motion was 
entered, and lies over. [It being a privileged 
question, was entertained by the Chair and re- 


| corded.] 


come in at the end thereof, the words ‘‘ and endan- | 


gering this Union.” 


Mr. ANTHONY hoped his colleague would | 


Mr. BOULDIN said: I have a desire to say 


| something, though nota great deal, on the moment- 


hot accept of this modification, because they had | 


heard too much about endangering the Union. 


Mr. INGERSOLL said he could not accept of | 


the modification. 


Mr. PATTON then addressed the House at | 


tome length, in support of his original propositions. 
Mr. INGERSOLL modified his amendment, by 

omitting the name of Mr. Apams, and inserting 

‘an honorable member from Massachusetts.” 


ous and awful subject now before the House. I 
have a personal interest in the issue to be determ- 
ined here, not very inconsiderable to myself, but 
falling into utter insignificance when compared 
with the consequences which may and must fol- 
low the decision now to be made. I have said 
and have acted upon that opinion and belief, that 
there was no considerable number of the members 


| of this House willing to take any steps or meas- 
| ures, direct or indirect, against the slaveholding 
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peaple, through the power or authority of the 
House, going to destroy the right of property in 
negro slaves, or to endanger the slaves or slave- 
owner on that account inthatregard. I said it at 
the last session, and reiterated it again on Mon- 
day last, when this questonarose. 1 said so from 
my entire conviction of its truth, and from the 
bottom of my heart. I knew there were societies 
and private associations, and private opinions and 
wishes, on both sides of the Potomac of a differ- 
ent character, but I did not believe that they had 
attained an official and legislative form and sub- 
stance, unul the vote which is now the subject of 
reconsiderauon. 1 did say upon that vote would 
depend the question whether my faith would be 
confirmed, impaired, or entirely annihilated. I 
know that for that opinion I am responsible to my 
consutuents, and all who confide in me, or have 
any claims upon me; so far my personal interest 
extends. 

It is with the deepest regret, the most mournful 
reflections, that | am compelled to say | had been 
constrained to come to the conciusion that in this 
i had been entirely in the wrong. 1 have been 
obliged to conclude, from that vote, that a majority 


| of this House were deliberately and fataily of 
| opinion that a slave has the right to petiuon this 
House. 


From this proposition, if true, a corollary fol- 


lows, as conclusively and inevitably asa corollary 


follows from a demonstration of any proposition 
in Euclid, that the Constitution of the United States 
is no effective barrier to the acuon of Congress on 
the right of property in a negro slave to alter or 
abolish tt. 

This has filled my mind with the melancholy 


-anticipauons of all its natural and awful conse- 


quences; and this is the genera] understanding, as 
faras | am informed, of the meaning and import 
of that vote which has caused so much dissatisfac- 
tion in 80 many Who are interested—so many of 
the slaveholding community. 

I have heard, and am cheered with hope, that 
such ig not the construction put on this vote by 
many who voted, and have been thus understood. 


| ‘The motion to reconsider would seem to indicate 


+ 


that this hope is not entirely unfounded. 

In the few considerations that I shall throw out, 
let me, then, avoid everything that is calculated to 
irritate and unsettle the deliberate judgment of 
gentlemen in the decision they shall now make 
upon this momentous question, so full of conse- 
quences of feartul import. Let me not throw out 
anything that wears the appearance of a threat, 
or any single word that addresses itself to passion 


| of any kiad. 


Sir, let not the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. SurHer_and]} imagine that any question of 
order, or any question as to time and manner of 
introducing this subject, can materially affect the 
impression that this vote will make. Knowing 
that my own confidence was greater than is com- 
mon to gentlemen of the South, and knowing that 
that confidence is shaken to its foundations, I 
cannot but feel that the confidence of others, leas 
firm than my own, must be shaken also. 

Although the doctrines of the abolitionists give 
good cause for uneasiness, and although the late 
proposition in another branch of this Legisiature, 
to incorporate the Colonization Society in this 
District 1s far more calculated to create uneasiness, 
yet both together, and all that has happened be- 
fore, bear no comparison to the belief that Con- 
gress will assume the ground that they may receive 
the petitions of slaves; that the Constituuon is no 
security for the property in negro slaves. Noth- 
ing can satisfy us while we are even left in doubt 
on this question. The point has been made and 
seriously urged, not only by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams,] but by others also, 
that a slave has the right to petition. The vener- 
able and distinguished gentleman has urged that 
a slave in the streets of Constantinople may peti- 
tion the Grand Seignior, or Grand Mogul, and 
that he dare not refuse to listen to him, and there- 
fore infers that aslave may petition Congress. If 
he can prove that Congress are the masters of the 
slaves, here his cases might be analogous. He has 
referred tothe right of a British subject to petition. 
In that case all are free. He has urged that the 
| right to petition is older than, and paramount to, 
‘the Constitution. All this goes to show, if it 
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shows anything, that the Constitution does not 
secure the property ina slave. The Constitution 
was homed 

argument places the whole South, person and 
property, under the discretion, and at the mercy 
of a majority of Congress, and like the Grand 


all free or slaves at their pleasure. 

Mr. Speaker, we have taken an oath to support 
the Constitution. That Constitution was framed 
to support this and all other property. If, then, 


we appeal to any powers, rights, or reasons, | 


above and beyond that instrument, we disregard 
the bond which is the only obligation and con ract 
between us, and, as it seems to me, with all re- 
spect to the opinions of others, we disregard the 
oaths we have taken to support it. It is in vain 
to put the case of a slave condemned to be hanged 
for crime, and applying for pardon, with no one 
to apply to but us. In such a case he is out of 
the power, custody, and protection of his master, 


proposition that slaves can petition cannot be 
maintained in this way. 
ion how he may be pardoned without applying 
here. The faith and confidence of the South can- 
not be restored by extravagancies of this sort. 
We must come to the simple question, Do you | 
the majority) mean that our slaves can petition | 
Jongress? It so, say so; plainly, calmly, and | 
nr: If not, say the reverse, and let us) 
now what you mean. It is due to us, and to 
yourselves, that you should now be understood | 
upon this point. I hope that you will not answer | 


to this inquiry under any party drill, as is sup- || 


posed by the gentleman from South Carolina, 


{[Mr. Picxens,] but that you will give us your || 
1, like that gentleman, wish the || 


real opinion. 
South to know, since this question, never before 
thought of, as far as | know, has been raised, the 
exact truth. I wish the South to know the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth... I do 
not wish, by any irritating, provoking, or even 
vindictive, and much less by appealing to the 
tender feelings of kindness and sympathy, to 
aggravate or appease any passion or feeling, but 
to get from the House a cool and deliberate ex- 
pression of opinion on this point. 


I can assure the gentleman from South Carolina | 


that my course has not been produced by any 
drill on either side. I am certain, however, that 
even this question has been made, and I fear will 
continue to be made, subject to the inveterate party 
feeling heated to frenzy. Insucha state of things 
nothing is sacred. I know there are those in this 


country of all political sects who are willing to || 


make any use of this question of negro slavery. 
f am, and have been, daily sensible of these oper- | 
ations going on around me, and see their effects. 
Sir, the very moment the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts put his question, I felt it, and saw it 
in all its sad consequences. I felt nothing but 
eorrow and sadness. When the Chair announced 
to the House that it was a question of novelty and 
difficulty, I felt surprise and even astonishment. I | 
thought it was so easy to have escaped any fur-— 
ther trouble about it. 
questions of order, [ became somewhat resigned 
to this, and felt still nothing but sorrow that such | 
a fire-brand should have been thrown in among 
us, mingled with a dread of its consequences, until | 


a gentleman from New York (the chairman of the | 


Committee of Ways and Means) attempted to 

make sport, and turn it off as a ‘“thoax’’ or a | 
‘*joke,”’ originating in the South. Sir, this pro- | 
duced in me feelings of any kind rather than what | 
had prevailed with me before. If the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts was “hoaxed,” it was his 
misfortune; but that was no reason why an attempt 
should be made to ‘‘hoax”’ us in so solemn and 
serious a matter. The gentleman from Pennsyl- | 
vania (Mr. Surwertanp] relied upon this as some | 
excuse for the introduction of this monstrous prop- | 
osition into this House. Gentlemen all, and | 
surely a gentleman who has stood as high, and | 
deservedly so, as the ex-President, must be taken | 
to be serious, when they make from their places | 
propositions of this, or indeed of any kind, be | 
they what a may. When, then, a gentleman | 
occupying a place as high in this House and this | 


to protect person and property. This | 


The law makes provis- || 


'| first and real sufferers. 
|| to the fears or passions of any, but to their reason. 


‘ 


with levity, and justify the introduction of a paper 
of that kind into this House, and a proposition 
so fraught with mischief, upon the ground that 
some one from the South had played a trick on 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, I was struck 


I need not now express in terms. There are 
| things of which sport cannot be made, and this is 


| one of them. What would you think of a man |, 
| tht would attempt to make fun of death? As 


well might gentlemen undertake to do that. 
The ladies of the North appear to be very 


bless them, sir. 1 wish them all happiness, North 


found. Let me not say a word to wound or offend 
| them; but I am persuaded they give themselves a 
| great deal of unnecessary trouble about us. As 
they seem to have set out as valiant chevaliers, 





ooking like a regard to their own interest, would 


be coldly received; yet I would modestly say to || 
them that, living among the people myself, I have | 


some chance to know something about the effect 
likely to be produced in the South by their inter- 


|| ference; and I am afraid the benefits will not be || 


as great as they suppose. I will say, sir, to the 


gentlemen from that nome in this House, and 
especially to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Surwer.anpD,]} who last spoke, that I neither 
of him, so kindly expressed, but that, in fixing 
very prone to forget their own. They all seem 


lion, and civil war, as they think, only in the 


| South, and weep over it, the flame they are kind- 
| ling may reach their own dwellings—aye, sir, may 
| break out first in theirown quarters. While they 
| fix their imaginations upon kindling faggots and 
smoking habitations in the South, the real flame || 
| may appear bursting loose from their own bed- 


chambers, their own dwellings; and their own 
I do not address myself 


And, sir, if zeal has left any reason remaining, 


| cannot gentlemen perceive that civil war, division, 
and disunion, with all their horrid consequences, || 


cannot be confined to one quarter of the Union 
only? Let me address myself to a consideration 
ethat will bring men to reflection, if anything can— 
to dollars and cents. If men cannot think of their 





| for their huckstered, adore 
| lions in manufactories, when a single faggot applied 
| would reduce them all to ashes and smoke in-an | 


| hour. Do they suppose there is no discontent | 


Not much acquainted with || 


aginations too strongly dwelling upon the dangers, 


| real or fancied, they think impending over our 
be brought to feel || 


wives and children, they ma 
thousands and mil- 


in their own country? no combustible matter that 


would take fire from a spark kindled in the South? | 


However, it is useless to address reason to those 
whose zeal has caused them to overlook this. 


Whether we sit here as brothers, consulting || 
|| upon the common welfare, happiness, and pros- 
| perity of our common family and country, or 
whether one portion of us is making claims to | 
power never granted over the other; whether the | 


Constitution has any obligatory force to protect 
our property, seems now about to be decided. | 
have lived in friendship and at ease, mingling 
equally with men here from all parts of the Union, 
and no man has felt more gratefully the kindness 
and friendship of northern brethren, and acknowl- 


|| edged it more openly or frankly than I have, or re- 


turned it more cordially. Yet, sir, if they claim to 


hold our property, and, consequently, our safety || 


and independence, at their discretion, it is but too 
plain that this claim will produce any other fruit 





sooner than brotherly love and kindness. That 
however the oervenel Ginabibies (no other cause 
of difference existing) may continue the same, and 
probably in most instances will continue, still the 

eneral and final result will and must be, not the 
irind and gentle grasp of love and friendship, but 


country as the chairman of the Committee of | the ungentle grapple of death, and the issue must 


Ways and Means, proposed to treat the subject 


be blood—a reflection not more terrible to one 


|| his mercy shield me, and mine, and my 
with surprise, as well as with other emotions that || 


Seignior in Constantinople, they may make them || | WISE, HARRISON, of Missouri, AS} 


| determined to break a lance in defense of the op- || 
pa it is probable that any appeal to them || 
and is not the subject of property. Any general | 


gentlemen and ladies of the North, and to the | 


their eyes upon our dangers and perils, they are || 


to forget that, while they kindle up strife, rebel- |, 


wives, husbands, friends and children may be the | 





own wives and children, and the dangers and | 
| perils that will befall them on account of their im- 
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than to the other, and not more to either 
all men; but an issue to be deprecated 
| also all things calculated to lead it, by 
| their sober senses, and from which m 


than to 
» 4% should 
all men in 
ay God in 
country! 
Messrs, 
4 ILEY 
(the last two aie in explanation,) UN’ 
DERWOOD, CRAIG, and ANTHONY, ii, 
latter merely urging the House to take the ques. 
tion, as they had already consumed a whole week 


The subject was further discussed by 


| in a debate which could in no way benef, the 
| anxious about their sis:erhood atthe South. God | 


country, any portion or section of it, or even , 


|| solitary individual.) 
/and South, in whatever situation they may be || 


Mr. TAYLOR rose amidst loud cries of « eg. 
_tion.”” He said it had been his intention to gyb. 
| mit a few remarks to the House in support of his 
proposition, but he was admonished by the loyq 
calls of ** question,’’? and would most cheerfy/| 
yield to the expressed wish of the House. jj, 
chief object in rising, however, was to state, that 
| the gentleman from Pennsylvania having offere, 
a modification, and Mr. T. having been urged | 
one of his colleagues to accept it, he had then 


| declined, and he now desired to give a single 


reason. He had done so for the purpose of wai. 
ing to see what the views of other members were, 
and having listened attentively to the debate in its 


| progress, he had become satisfied that the accept. 


| ance of that amendment as a modification of his 


_ own, would insure greater harmony in the House, 


| which being all-important in the consideration and 
ask nor despise the sympathy of the North, or | 


disposition of the question, therefore he accepted 
it. 

| Mr. T. subsequently explained that in accepting 
| the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyj. 
'vania, he wished, at the same time, to retain aiso 


|| the original resolution, to come in after Mr. Incer- 
| soty’s, and form, together, one distinct propo- 
|| sition. 


Mr. ADAMS then read certain amendments he 
wished to move, one of which was to insert, 


|| where it was referred to, the words of the resolu- 


| tion of the 18th of January, ordering ‘all peti- 
tions, memorials, resolutions, and papers, relating 
in any way, or to any extent whatever, to the 
| subject of slavery, or the abolition of slavery,” 
| to be laid on the table, without being printed or 


|| referred, and that no further action should be had 
|| thereon. 


Mr. A. then addressed the House at Jength, and 
went on to show that he was in no way respon- 
| sible for the debate which had occurred. He said 
he now believed the petition to be a ‘* forgery,” 
| designed as a “* hoax’’ upon him; and whatever 
might be the decision of the House, he should not 
again attempt to present the petition. 

The debate was further continued by Mr. 
GRANGER, when 

Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, accepted 
| the modified amendment of Mr. Taytor, as a 
| modification of the original resolution. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON demanded the previous 
question; which was seconded, and the main ques- 
| tion, being on the adoption of the resolutions, was 
ordered without a count. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL asked for the yeas and 
nays on the main question; which were ordered. 

A division of the question having been ordered, 
the first resolution, as modified, was then taken 
| up as follows: 

‘* An inquiry having been made by an honor- 
‘able gentleman from Massachusetts, whether a 
‘ paper, which he held in his hand, purporting to 
s be a petition from certain slaves, and declaring 
‘themselves slaves, came within the order of the 
‘ House of the 18th of January, and the said paper 
'*not having been received by the Speaker, he 
‘stated that, in a case so extraordinary and novel, 
‘he would take the advice and counsel of the 
* House, : 

“ Resolved, That this House cannot receive the 
‘said petition without disregarding its own dig- 

‘ nity, the rights of a large class of citizens of the 
‘South and West, and the Constitution of the 
* United States.”’ 

The question being taken thereon, it was ad opted 
by a vote of yeas 160, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Alford, Chilton Allan, An- 
thony, Ash, Ashley, Bean, Beil, Black, Bockee, 
Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Bunch, Bynum, 
John Calhoon, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carter, 
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John Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, 
Count Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. 
Claiborne, Cleveland, Coles, Connor, Corwin, 
Craig, Cramer, rs Cushman, Dawson, De- 
berry: Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elmore, Fairfield, 
Farlan, Fowler, French, Fry, Galbraith, James 
Garland, Rice Garland, Gholson, Gillet, Glas- 
cock, Graham, Grantland, Graves, Haley, Joseph 
Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Hardin, Harlan, Har- 
yer, Albert G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, 
Frolsey, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, Howell, Hub- | 
ley, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingersoll, 
Ingham, Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Richard 
M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, 
John W. Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Klingensmith, 
Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawler, Lay, Gideon 
Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Luke Lee, Leon- 
ard, Lewis, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah 
Mann, Job ann, Martin, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, Mc- | 
Comas, McKay, McKeon, McLene, Mercer, | 
Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Muahlen- 
berg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, 
Franklin Pierce, James A. Pearce, Pearson, | 
Peyton, Phelps, Pinckney, Rencher, John Rey- 





nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Richardson, Robertson, || 
Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, Augustine H. Shep- | 
perd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Standefer, Suther- || 


iand, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, John Thomson, 


Waddy Thompson, Turrill, Underwood, Vander- || 


poel, Wagener, Ward, Webster, Weeks, White, 
Thomas T. Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod 
Williams, Wise, Yell, and Young—160. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Beau- | 


mont, Bond, Borden, William B. Calhoun, Carr, 
George Chambers, Childs, Clark, Crane, Cushing, 
Darlington, Denny, Evans, Samuel S. Harrison, 
Hazeltine, Henderson, Herod, William Jackson, 
Janes, Lincoin, Love, McIXennan, Morris, Par- 
ker, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Potts, Russell, 
Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Sprague, and Elisha 
Whittlesey —35. 

The second resolution was then taken up, as 


follows: 


‘* Resolved, That slaves do not possess the right 
‘of petition secured to the people of the United 
‘States by the Constitution.” 

Mr. HALEY moved to lay it on the table. 
Lost without a division. 

The question was then taken on the adoption 
of the resolution; and decided as follows—yeas 
162, nays 18: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alford, Chilton Allan, Ash, 
Ashley, Bean, Bell, Black, Bockee, Bond, Boon, 
Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Bunch, Burns. Bynum, 
John Calhoon, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carr, 
Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Childs, Nathaniel 
H. Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, Cleveland, 


Coles, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Crary, | 


Cushing, Cushman, Dawson, Deberry, Double- 


day, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Elmore, Fairfield, Far- | 


lin, Fowler, French, Fry, Galbraith, James Gar- 
land, Rice Garland, Gholson, Gillet, Glascock, 
Graham, Grantland, Graves, Joseph Hall, Hamer, 
Hannegan, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Albert G. 
Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Herod, Holsey, 
Holt, Hopkins, Howard, Howell, Hubley, Hunt- 
ington, Huntsman, Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph John- 
son, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry 
Johnson, John W. Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, 
Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Lay, 
Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Luke 
Lea, Lewis, Lincoln, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, 
Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, William 
Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, Maury, 
McComas, McKay, McKeon, McLene, Mercer, 
Miller, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Muhlen- 
berg, Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, 
Franklin Pierce, James A. Pearce, Pearson, 


Pettigrew, Peyton, Phelps, Pinckney, Rencher, | 


Joseph Reynolds, Richardson, Robertson, Rogers, 


Schenck, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. | 


Shepperd, Shields, Shinn, Sickles, Spangler, 
Standefer, Taliaferro, Taylor, Thomas, John 
Thomson, Waddy Thompson, Turrill, Under- 
wood, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Webster, 
Weeks, White, Elisha Whittlesey, Thomas T. 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, 
Yell, and Young—162. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Beau- 
mont, Borden, Darlington, Denny, Haley, Hazel- 


|| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


|| against and praying that no claim to land within 


| — MeNair, of Pittsburg, mail contractor, pray- |! 
|| ing to be compensated for extra services rendered || 


} 


|| by him; which was referred to the Committee on | 
'| the Post Office and Post Roads. 


1 Mr. PARKER presented the memorial of sun- | 
\| dry citizens of the District of Columbia, and other | 
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tine, Ingersoll, William Jackson, Janes, Love, On motion of Mr. WALKER, the Commitee 
| Parker, Phillips, Potts, Russell, Slade, and Sloane | on the Public Land was discharged from the further 
—18. | consideration of the petition of John W. Cook; 
So the second resolution was adopted. and leave was granted to the petitioner to with- 
| [When the name of Mr. Wise was called, that | draw his petition and papers. 
gentleman rose in his place and declined to vote, On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Committee on 
| for the reason that he held that Congress had no | Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the 
power to interfere, in any way, with the subject | further consideration of the petition of the heirs of 
| of slavery. ] Doctor Thomas Carter. 


REUBEN M. WHITNEY. Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, 


| The SPEAKER informed the House that the reported a bill to establish a port of entry at Jer- 
| Sergeant-at-Arms, in obedience to the order of the moe ity; which was read, and ordered to a second 
House, and the warrant of the Speaker, had ar- | "S®@!8- 
rested Reuben M. Whitney, who was then in Mr. DAVIS, from thesame committee, reported 
| custody, and waiting the order of the House. a bill to authorize Charles Dana and James R. 
| Mr. HOWARD said that he had made a mo- | Butts to import, free of duty, an iron steamboat, 
| tion, in the early part of the day, to reconsider the | 1" detached parts, with the necessary machinery, 
vote by which the resolution directing the Speaker || Working tools, &c.; which was read, and ordered 
to issue his warrant for the arrest of Mr. Whitney | to @ second reading. 
| had been adopted; and he had done so under the JUDICIAL SYSTEM. 
| impression that it would facilitate the action of the 0 ‘ ccneniinieaiaaa : 
| House on the important public business. Since n motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the Senate tock 
| that time, however, he had been induced to change mp tne bill supplementary to the act to amend the 
his mind, and he would, therefore, withdraw the judicial system of the United States; and, after 
motion to reconsider | being amended, it was ordered to a third reading. 
On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, 
The House then adjourned ata little after seven 
o’clock, p. m. 


THE PATENT LAWS. 


On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, the Senate took 
ie ee | up the bill in addition to the act to promote the 
es progress of science and the useful arts; and, after 

IN SENATE. being amended, the bill was ordered to a third 
Monpay, February 13, 1837. | reading. 
_Mr. a presented a palin Rereaieiny HEIRS OF RICHARD W. MEADE. 
| citizens of Missonri, praying the establishment of The C ; ‘ 
: . 1e CH: cated a re} ‘ ° 
'amailroutefrom Lexington, in that State, through eee rene reine =e ee i i et 
Johnson, Rives, and- Benton counties, to Spring- See ee ee ee ote ore. 


; ments relative to the claim of the executrix of 
| field, in Green county; which was referred to the , ‘ ra 
’ ys Richard W. Meade; which were laid on the table 


and ordered to be printed. 





Also, a memorial from the Mayor and Board of 


Aldermen of the city of St. Louis, protesting RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 


r Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on 
| the common of St. Louis be confirmed; which |! Foreign Relations, moved that two thousand 
| was referred to the Committee on Private Land | extra copies of the President’s message on the 


| Claims. |, subject of our relations with Mexico, be printed ; 
Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of || which was agreed to. 


INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 


Mr. WALKER moved that the Senate take up 
|| the resolution which was submitted by him inthe 


Mr. CALHOUN presented two petitions, pray- || early part of the session, relative to acknowledg- 
ing for the establishment of additional mail routes, |, '5 the independence of ‘Texas; and he asked for 


| which was referred to the same committee. the yeas and nays; which were ordered. | 
Mr. W. said he regarded this resolution as of 


more consequence than anything which could 
come under the consideration of Congress during 
the present session. Tle must press the Senate to 
act upon it, without the slightest delay, for he 


| persons, transient visitors at the seat of Govern- | 
ment, praying for the immediate acknowledgment 
| of the independence of Texas; which was laid on |) was apprehensive that should it be postponed now, 
the table and ordered to be printed. it would not be reached again this session. He 
Mr. RUGGLES presented the memorial of | did not intend to allow an opportunity to pars 

; which was referred to the Committee on || without obtaining a vote on the resolution. He 
Commerce. | thought the honor of the country required that 
Mr. HUBBARD presented certain papers in | Congress should act upon it without loss of time. 
support of the claim of the Hon. Joha Forsyth; National justice and national honor demand that 
which were laid on the table. Congress should forthwith proceed to recognize 


the independence of Texas. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. | Mr. BENTON opposed the motion on the 


On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the Committee || ground that the bill to increase the Army was 
on the Judiciary was discharged from the further || entitled to a preference, and would come up, if 
consideration of the petition of George Washing- || not kept off by a debate in relation to Texas; and, 
ton Parke Custis, praying to be compensated for |, after a brief discussion, 
damages done to his fisheries below Georgetown, Mr. Wa ker’s motion was rejected—yens 12, 
inthe Potomac, by the dredging machine employed |, nays 31; as follows: 
under an appropriation of Congress. | EAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Ful- 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, the Committee on || ton» Hendricks, King of Georgia, Moore, Mou- 
Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the || ton, Parker, Preston, Walker, and W hite—12. 
| further consideration of the petition of William || , NAYS— Messrs. Bayard, Benton, Brown, 
'! Sands. | Steer ane el ee ees 

| Ewing of Illinois, Grundy, Hubbard, King o 
| RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. Alabama, Knight, Linn, Tae: Morris, Nicholas, 
Niles, Norvell, Page, Prentiss, Robbins, Robin- 
son, Ruggles, Strange, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, 








|| Mr. NORVELL submitted the following reso- 

'| lutions; which were considered and adopted: 

| __ Resolved, re 3 See _ geese Tomlinson, Wall, and Wright—31. 

|| inquire into the expediency of establishing a por 

of wate at the aioe of St. Joseph, at ‘ae meth | ; NCRBASE OF THE ARMY. 

of the river St. Joseph, on Lake Michigan. | The bill to increase the Army of the United States 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Public || was then taken up, and considered as in Commit- 

Lands inquire into the expediency of granting to || tee of the Whole, together with the amendments 

the State of Michigan five hundred thousand acres || reported by the Committee on Military Affairs; 

of public land, for the purpose of improving the || and, the amendments being agreed to, the bill 

navigation of the rivers in that State. was ordered to be engrossed for a third rending. 
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ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The bill making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the year 1837, and Mr other pur- 
poses, was read the third ume and passed. 
NATIONAL FOUNDERY. 


The bill to establish a foundery and armory in 
the Wes: and Southwest, and depots for arms in 


| 


certain States and Territories, afier some remarks | 


from Messrs. BENTON, SEVIER, and LINN, 
in support of the bill, and from Mr. CALHOUN 
against it, was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading—yeas 26, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buch- 
anan, Ewing of Lilinois, Fulton, Grundy, Hub- 
bard, King of Alabama, Linn, Lyon, Morris, 
Mouton, Nicholas, Niles, Norvell, Page, Robin- 
son, Sevier, Surange, Tallmadge, Tipton, Walker, 
Wall, White, and Wright—26 

NAYS—Messrs. Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, 
Crittenden, King of Georgia, Kuight, Moore, 
Parker, Prenuss, Preston, and Swifi—11. 


DRISCRIMINATING DUTIES. 


On motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, the bill from 
the House respecting discriminating duues on 
Dutch and Belgian vessels and their cargoes, was 
taken up and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and, after an explanation from Mr. B., 
and a few observations from Mr. CLAY, it was 
ordered to a third reading. 


CRIMES AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


The bill in addition to the act entitled ** An act 
for the punishment of crimes against the United 
States,’’ was taken up and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BUCHANAN objected to the punishment 
of death provided tn the bill for the crime of burn- 
ing the public buildings, and said he never could 
vote for the bill while it contained such a provision. 
He never could sanction the punishment of death 
but in the one case authorized by Holy Writ: 
** Whoso sheddeth man’s blood by man shall his 
blood be shed.”’ 

Mr. PRENTISS moved to amend the bill by 
substituting confinement in the penitentiary at 
hard labor for not more than twenty nor less than 
five years, instead of the punishment of death. 

This amendment was rejected—yeas 9, nays 
21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs.Buchanan, Crittenden, Moore, 
Niles, Prentiss, Robinson,Swift,and Walker—9. 

NA YS—Messrs Benton, Black, Clayton, Ful- 
ton, Grundy, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King 
of Georgia, Kuight, Linn, Nicholas, Page, Parker, 
Ruggles, Sevier, Strange, Tallmadge, Tipton, 
White, and Wright—21. 


Mr. BUCHANAN then moved to amend the 
bill by substituung imprisonment in the peniten- 
tiary for the punishment of death in the case of 
accessaries before the fact; and after some remarks 
from Messrs BUCHANAN and PARKER in 
favor of the amendment, and from Mr. GRUN. 
DY against it, it was rejected—yeas 11, nays 17; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Critten- 
den, Knight, Moore, Niles, Page, Parker, Pren- 
tiss, Robinson, and Waiker—11. 

iv AYS—Measrs. Benton, Black, Clayton, Ful- 
ton, Grundy, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King 
of Georgia, Linn, Nicholas, Ruggles, Sevier, 


| you have any request to make in relation to this 


' considered by the House. 
now ready to proceed in the investigation of the 
| 


Strange, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, and Wright 


—17. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed by 
the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Clayton, Ful- 


ton, Grundy, Hubbard, King of Alabama, King | 


of Georgia, Linn, Nicholas, Page, Ruggies, Se- 


Wright—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Critten- 
den, Moore, Niles, Parker, Prentiss, Robinson, 
Southard, and Walker—10. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 13, 1837. 


The CHAIR, on leave, presented the following 
message, in writing, from the President of the 
United States: 


| Representatives; nor does he now believe that he 


j 
' 
; 


/ munication from the Comptroller of the Treasury, 


| was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
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| To the House of Representatives of the United States: | 


| communicate to Congress printed copies of | 
the treaty of peace and commerce between the | 
United States and the Emperor of Morocco, | 
concluded at Mequinez on the 16:h day of Sep- 
tember last, and duly ratified by the respective 


Governments. 
ANDREW JACKSON. 
Wasuincton, February 9, 1837. 
The message having been read, was, on motion 


of Mr CAMBRELENG, ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 


The CHAIR also laid before the House a com- 


transmittung a list of balances unsettled by the re- | 
ceivers of public moneys prior to September, 1836; | 
which, on motion of Mr. E. WHITTLESEY, | 


The CHAIR also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, 
in relauon to the petition and papers of James and | 
William Brooks; which, on motion of Mr. E, | 
W HICTLESEY, was referred to the Committee 


of Ciaims. 
REUBEN M. WHITNEY’S CASE. 





In pursuance of the following resolution, adopted || 


on Saturday evening last: 

** Resolved, That R. M. Whitney, now in the 
* hands of the Sergeant-at-Arms, be brought to the | 
‘ bar of this Llouse, to answer for an alleged con- 
‘tempt of the House, in peremptorily refusing to | 
. appear and give evidence as a witness on asum- 
* mons, duly issued by a select committee, acting 


* by the authority of this House, under a resolu- | 


* uon of the 17: of January last, in the matter of | 


‘a letter, expressing said refusal, addressed bv the || 


‘said R. M. Whitney to the committee, and by 
* the committee referred to the House; and that he 
* be forthwith furnished with a copy of the report 
‘ of said committee, and of the letter aforesaid:”’ 

The CHAIR accordingly informed the House 
that Reuven M. Whitney was in attendance, in 
custody of the Sergeant-at-Aims, awaiting the 
pleasure of the House. 

Mr. PATTON moved that the prisoner be 
forthwith brought to the bar of the House; which 
was ordered. 

Shortly after, Mr. Whitney appeared in custody 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and was addressed by | 
the Chair as follows: 

Reuben M. Whitney: You have been brought | 
before this House, by its order, to answer the | 
charge of an alleged contempt of this House, in 
having peremptorily refused to give evidence in | 
obedience to a summons duly issued by a com- 
mittee of this House, which committee had, by | 
an order of the House, power to send for persons 
and papers. 

Before you are called upon to answer in any 
manner to the subject-matier of this charge, it 1s 
my daty, as the presiding officer of this House, to | 
inform you that, by an order of the House, you | 
will be allowed counsel should you desire it. If | 


subject, your request will now be received and 
If, however, you are 





charge, you will state it, and the House will take 
order accordingly. 


Mr. Wuirney then addressed the Chair in sub- 
stance as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, | hold in my, hand a paper re- || 


sponding to the charge upon which | am arraigned, 
and beg leave to offer it for the consideration of 
the House. 

The paper was then received, and read to the 


: | House as follows: 
vier, Strange, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, and | 


The undersigned answers that his refusal to at- 
tend the committee upon the summons of the 
chairman, was not intended or believed by him to 


be disrespectful to the honorable the House of 


thereby committed a contempt of the House. 
His reasons for refusing to attend the commit- 
tee are truly stated in his letter to thatcommittee. 


He did not consider himself bound to obey a || 


_ summons issued by the chairman of that commit- 
| tee. 


He had attended in obedience to such a sum- 


‘‘ mons before another committee, voluntarily, and 


| the House to be acted upon. 


February 13, 


without objection to the validity of the Process 
and would have attended in the same way before 
the present committee, but for the belief that he 
might thereby be exposed to insult and violence 

He denies, therefore, that he has committed . 
contempt of the House, because, Ist: The Process 
upon him was illegal, and he .was not bound to 
obey it; and 2d: Because he could not attend With. 
on exposing himself thereby to outrage and vio. 
ence. 

If the House shall decide in favor of the author. 
ity of the process, and that the respondent jg 
bound to obey it, then he respectfully asks, jin 
such case, that in consideration of the peculiar 
circumstances in which he is placed, as known to 


| the House, the committee may be instructed to 


receive testimony upon interrogatories, to be an. 
swered on oath before a magisirate, as has been 
done in other instances, in relation to other wit. 
nesses, or that the committee be instructeil to pro- 


| hibit the use or introduction of secret and deadly 


weapons in the committee room during the exam- 
ination of the witnesses. And in case he shall 
think it necessary, he prays to be heard by coun- 
sel, and to be allowed to offer testimony in the 
| matters herein submitted. 
R. M. WHITNEY. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms was then ordered to take 
the respondent from the bar, pending the discus- 
sion on the ensuing propositions. 
After some suggestions from Messrs. HAYNES, 


‘ PATTON, BOULDIN, and LINCOLN, 


_Mr. GHOLSON moved the following regolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That Reuben M. Whitney be now 
permitted to examine witnesses before this House, 
in relation to his alleged contempt. 

Mr. LINCOLN moved the following amend- 
ment: Strike out all after the word ** Resolved,” 
| and insert, ** That a committee of privileges, con- 

sisting of members, be appointed and in- 
structed to report the mode of proceeding in rela- 
tion to Reuben M. Whitney, who is now in 
custody, awaiting the order of this House, and 


| that said committee have leave to execute the 


duty assigned them immediately.”’ 

Mr. GHOLSON said it appeared to him that 
they had select committees enough already, for 
the period of the session, and the matters before 
Where existed, let 
him ask, the necessity for raising a committee? 
All they could do would be to bring their report 
before the House, and the House would, when 
called upon to act on it, be in precisely the same sit- 
uation they were that morning. He had supposed 
that the object of bringing Mr. Whitney to the bar 
was for him to disprove, or to purge himself of 
an alleged contempt to the House. Well, he has 


| appeared, in obedience to its order, and Mr. G. 


could see no objection to his setting about imme- 
diately to disprove the charge against him, if it 
was in his power. 

Mr. MERCER did most sincerely hope that 
the House would so far respect its own dignity 
as to adhere to its old established forms of pro- 
ceeding. That form had invariably been the 
appointment of a committee to direct the mode of 

| proceedings. 

Mr. PATTON then renewed the suggestion 
that the respondent ought to retire during the de- 
liberations of the House on the preliminary pro- 
ceedings. This had always been the uniform 
| course. 
The CHAIR stated that such had been the uni- 
| form course in former cases; and believing it to be 
| the sense of the House, he directed the Sergeant- 
| at-Arms to take Reuben M. Whitney from the 
‘bar. Which wasdone. ¢ 
| Mr. BOULDIN said he wished only to make 
| one suggestion. One proposition of the gentle- 
| man, brought before the House, was that he was 
| willing to go before the committee, if that com- 
| mittee would go into the committee room unarmed. 


| He was sure the committee did not wish to go 


/into the room armed. He wished to suggest to 
| the committee and. to the House that this would 
| avoid all further trouble about the matter. 2 
Mr. LINCOLN said it was very far from his 
intention to place himself in the a'titude of a pros- 
_ecutor in thiscase. The committee had contented 
themselves by detailing the circumstances of the 
refusal of this witness to appear before them with- 
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out recommending any action on the subject; and 


because of this course having been pursued by the | 


committee, he (Mr. L_) had come forward the 


other day, and introduced a proposition directing | 


sneaker to issue his warrant for the arrest of 
oe wienene. He had not intended, atter the 
adoption of this order, to take any further part in 
the matter, and should not then have arisen to 
bring before the House another proposition, if it 
had not been for the fact that no other person 
present appeared to have turned their attention to 
the course of proceeding which it would be neces- 
sary for the House to adopt on this occasion. In 
looking into the precedents as to the mode of pro- 
ceeding in such cases, he had found that it would 
be necessary, for the purpose of procuring the 


ion of the House on the subject, that some di- | de 
a qr | of this witness to obey the command of ihe Gov- 


rection should be given by the House, as to the 


mode of proceeding; because he believed it would 


be impossible for the House to act on it without 


some preliminary measures being taken, and for | 
the purpose of indicating the course which he | 


thought should be adopted, he sent to the Chair 
the following amendment: 


Strike out all after the word ‘* Resolved,” and | 


insert, ** That a Committee of Privileges, consist- 
ing of seven members, be appointed and instructed 


to report the mode of proceeding in relation to | 
Reuben M. Whitney, who is now in custody, | 


awaiting the order of this House, and that said 


committee have leave to execute the duty assigned | 


them immediately.” 
Mr. McKAY said he had voted on Friday last, 


when the subject was before the House, to require | 
the Speaker to issue his summons to bring Reuben | 


M. Whitney to the bar, and he had done so with 
a good deal of reluctance; not that he at all doubt- 
ed the power of the House to punish a witness in 
cases of flagrant contempt. 
appeared at the bar, and declared explicitly, that 


This witness has now | 


in refusing to appear before the committee he did | 


not intend to commit a contempt to the House, or 
to call in question its authority, and had given 
reasons for his refusal. Now Mr. McK.was un- 
willing to consume any more of the public time, 
to the exclusion of all the important business of 
the country, in an investigation of the power of 


the House, and in hunting up precedents to sus- | 


tain that power. 


tume in the matter, but at once instruct the com- 
mittee to take the tesumony of Mr. Whitney by 
filing interrogatories. 

Mr. HOAR could not understand the question 
as the gentieman from North Carolina [Mr. 
McKay] had. He had understood that gentle- 
man as saying, that the mode of avoiding this 
difficulty was already pointed out by the respond- 
ent. Well, what was the course which was 
pointed out by the respondent? Why he had 
said, in the first place, that he did not intend any 
contempt of the House; and in the second place, 
he had said, that provided the House would do 
certain things which he had indicated, he would 
be willing and ready to testify. He did not un- 
derstand this as an indication of the willingness 


ernment issued by that House. Mr. H. would 
submit to the House this question, 
had represented to the House that certain difficul- 
ties presented themselves to him which prevented 
his appearing before the committee, one of which 
was that he apprehended ‘some personal danger; 
but could this witness not confide in the justice of 
the House, that it would take measures to protect 
him from injury while he was before one of its 
committees? Shall he assert, as a right, that the 
House, in the first place, must adopt certain meas- 


_ ures which he had indicated before he could appear 


before this committee? 

Mr. H. contended that no individual in the 
United States had this right, and that this in itself 
was a contempt of the Government of the United 
States; and, while this course was persisted in, it 


appeared to him that the House could not, in a 


proper sense of what was due to itself and to the 
Government, take any course other than to require 
the witness to obey the command of the Govern- 
ment. He siouid beas ready as any one to take 
every proper measure to protecta witness; because 


| & Witness there was properly under the protection 


of the House; and if any individual member of 


|, the House should undertake to do that which was 


It seemed to Mr. McK. (he said) that the wit- | 


ness himself, in an alternative presented by him 
to the House, had opened the door to overcome 


any furtherembarrassment. He had stated several | 


alternatives. One was that the committee should 
be prohibited from the use or wearing of deadly 


weapons; this was an alternative Mr. McK. had | 
no disposition to consider. Another was, his offer | 


to give his testimony, upon interrogatories, and 
swearing to it before a magistrate; in other words, 


a private examination. Now let him (Mr. McK.) | 
ask, would not the witness’s testimony, taken in | 
this way, be just as valuable to the committee as | 


if written in their presence? Surelyit would. As 
the object of the committee must be, and as the 


object of the House in raising the committee itself, | 
was to procure testimony bearing on the subject- | 


matters to be investigated, could they do better 
than by pursuing the very course indicated and 
tendered by this witness himself? Surely the 
House would not consume the balance of the ses- 


sion in discussing the parliamentary law on the | 
subject of contempts, and in investigating the con- | 


duct of the members of one of i's committees 
towards a witness brought before them. 
they consume another week upon it? which they 


certainly would do unless his suggestion was | 
adopted. Suppose the witness be brought to the | 
bar, and is heard by counsel; suppose they ques- | 


tion the power of the House, and, in vindication 


Would | 


of their client, go into the conduct of the various | 


members of the select committee, what would be 
the certain result? It would consume the balance 
of the session. 


He would again ask if they could now punish | 


the witness for contempt? The dignity of the 


disrespect towards the House. eover, 
clares himself ready and willing to give his testi- 
mony in the way it is obtained from many other 


| vided the members thereof are restricted from | 
House had been vindicated; the witness had been | 
brought to the bar, and explicitly disclaimed any | 
intention to commit a contempt, or to be guilty of | 
Moreover, he de- | 


witnesses. Mr. McK. concluded by expressing | 


‘a violation of its protection, the law furnished a 


|| remedy. Unquestionably the House was under 


the necessity of adopting measures to vindicate 
the rights of citizens; but it seemed to him that 


| this was not the proper stage of the proceeding 


for the consideration of this question. I[tappeared 


| to him that the only course which it was neces- 


sary for them now to pursue, to save the time 
of the House, was to have a committee to take 
testimony if testimony was necessary. Gentle- 
men had asked why the necessity of appointing 


a committee to make a report when that report | 


would have to be examined again by the House? 
If this objection was a proper one, it would lie 
against every committee which was appointed by 
the order of the House, your standing commit- 
tees as well as your select committees. If it was 
proper to have committees to examine other cases, 
it was proper to have one to examine this case; 
and he could see no objection which would lie 
against this committee which would not lie equally 
against any other committee of the House. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems 
to me that to adopt the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, would be acting prema- 
turely. Why appoint another committee upon 
that subject before we ascertain certainly that 
there may be a disputable matter for us to act 
upon? If | understand the nature of Mr. Whit- 
ney’s plea, there are three positions assumed in it: 
Ist. He says that he intended no contempt to this 
House; that he does not believe that that sum- 
mons, or process, which was issued by the chair- 
man of the committee, was a legal process; that if 


ing to answer in two ways: Ist. That he will 
answer any interrogatories submitted, if permitted 
to swear to them before a justice of the peace, as 
in other eases of a similar character; or 2d. That 
he is willing to go to the committee room, pro- 


wearing arms during his examination. It appears 
to me, sir, that, before the appointment of any 
committee, the House should first determine upon 
his firat proposiion, to wit: was the process legal; 
was he bound to answer? If the House shall thus 
determine, as probably it will, that he is bound 


The witness | 
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| a hope that the House would consume no further 


the House shai! determine that it was, he is will- | 


‘to answer, he then professes a willingness to | was brought to the bar of the House. 
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answer in one of the two modes. If the House 
shall determine to accept either of the modes, then 
lethim answer, and the question is atan end. If 
the House shall determine, however, that neither 
of these modes of answering is acceptable to the 
House, then there may be a necessity for the 
appointment of a committee to make such rules 
for the government of Whitney's trial as may best 
comport with that object. He can then be heard 
by counsel. But if the House shali determine that 
he may answer in one of the modes proposed, then 
much valuable time, much expense, will be saved 
that can be bestowed upon much more valuable 
subjects than any contest we can have with Reuben 
M. Whitney. 

There is most of the appropriation bills yet to 
pass, seven or eight hundred bills upon your table, 
and not three weeks of your session yet remains. 
The Tennessee land biil, which has been here for 
twelve or filteen years, waiting for the action of 
the House, and if this investigation shall take the 
range anticipated, it will occupy all the balance of 
the session, to the utter exclusion of all other busi- 
ness whatever. 

Notwithstanding all this, I] have voted for the 
inquiry, and all the subsequent proceedings to 
bring him before the bar of this House. Since 
this question was last up, I have examined some 
of the cases which have arisen in this House upon 
the subject of contempts. The cases seem to 
show that this House has never prescribed any 
rules for the punishment of contempts, but a sim- 
ple reprimand of the culprit is the extent of its 
powers. There are two remarkable cases—the 
first of Johnson Anderson, for an attempt to bribe 
a member of this House. That was certainly a 
more flagrant offense than the refusal to appear 
before a committee of tne House to give testimony. 
After several weeks’ discussion and examination 
of Anderson’s case, he was found guilty. And 
what then? Why, sir, he was called up before 
the Speaker, who, with much gravity, reprimanded 
dim. 1 reprimand, then, sir, is the extent of the 
punishment. If this is all, (as seems to be gener- 
ally understood,) the punishment you can inflict 
for a contempt, | conceive, is not only a prodigal 
waste of the time and money of the people, but it 
is worse—it is a farce acted before the people; it 
lessens the dignity of the House, to be arrayed 
for three weeks in a controversy with Reuben M. 
Whitney; at the end of which, suppose we find 
him guilty of everything charged, why, all the 
punishment we can inflict upon him is an exquis- 
“a nice-worded reprimand from the Speaker. 

he next case of contempt was in the case of 
the Hon. Sam Houston. After three weeks’ in- 
vestigation, engrossing the time of the House and 
the money of the people, to the exclusion of all 
other business, he was found guilty pro forma, 
called to the bar of the House pro forma, and the 
honorable Speaker, with a degree of splendor and 
elegance seldom equaled, pronounced a handsome 
eulogy (which was merited) upon the life and 
transactions of the honorable culprit, and ended 
by saying: **I am commanded by the House to 
reprimand you, and you are reprimanded accord- 
ingly.’’ ‘This was the substance of the whole— 
precisely like Antony’s oration over the dead 
body of Cesar. After bestowing the most hand 
some eulogy ever delivered upon Cesar, he says: 
‘Yet Brutus says he (Cesar) was ambitious, 
and Brutus is an hovorable man.’’ In this case, 
the honorable Housesays Mr. Whitney has com- 
mitted a contempt, and the House is composed of 
honorable men; and you, Mr. Whitney, are rep- 
| rimanded according to order. It is lamentable, 
Mr. Speaker, that this House has never passed 
any laws authorizing a more consummate punish- 
ment upon those who act in contempt of its 


‘| authority, than a simple reprimand. Let this 
controversy end as it may, it amounts to nothing; 
or, in other words, it is worse than nothing—for 


so I consider a reprimand. I shall, therefore, 
vote to dispose of this case as early as possible, 20 
that the House can act upon something that may 
be beneficial to the country, and not consume the 
whole session in the case of the Congress of the 
United States against Reuben M. Whitney, or 
Reuben M. Whitney against the Congress of the 
United States. Of Mr. Whitney I know nothing; 
I never saw him, to my knowledge, before he 
But, sir,} 
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tion as it may lose much valuable time, expend | 


much money, and gain nothing but a reprimand || 


upon Reuben. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped that the time of | 
the House might not be consumed in discussing | 


this mere matter of form, as to whether this sub- | 
ject should go to a select committee or not, when 


on. He did not think it was necessary to send 


coLn,} who had offered this resolution, to with- 


determine on the mode of proceeding as any seven 


members of it could who might be en a || 


committee for this purpose. Inasmuch as Mr. 
Whitney was now at the bar of the House, he | 
trusted that the Elouse would not permit this 
question to go to a committee, but that they would 
decide it there, and decide it promptly. If this 
was not done, the wheels of Government must 
stop, because there was no money appropriated | 
for any one branch of the public service. He 
hoped that those gentlemen who had voted to 
bring this individual to the bar of the House, 
would-vote to dispose of his case with all possible | 
dispatch. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said it was fore- | 
seen before the committee presented this question | 
to the deliberate consideration of the House, that 
it would ultimately roll itself inte a question of | 
greater magnitude for consideration and determin- | 
ation than any question that had been propounded 
there fora long ume. And why so? It was be- | 
cause the decision of that House, and the course | 
of its proceedings in regard to this question, in- | 
volved the cause of free government throughout | 
the world, and the action of that House, upon a 
matter like the one under consideration, was to | 
be regarded in the history of this country as for | 
or against free government. 


Sir, (continued Mr. M.,) what spectacle are we || 


presenting here, as the House of Representatives 
of the United States, to the consideration of all | 
those nations and countries with whom we are | 
on such terms of amity and peace, as that they | 
tuke cognizance of the proceedings of this House? 
Are we offering to them an example for their imi- 
tation? or are we offering to them a spectacle for 
their ridicule and contempt? Sir, it becomes the 
dignity of this House to vindicate its character as 
the representatives of this, the only free nation of | 
the earth, before a tribunal of the civilized world, 
in regard to this matter. I care not, therefore, | 
sir, when the national character of this country, | 
in all future times, is to be involved, (which, upon | 
first view, seems not to have struck the minds of | 
all gentlemen,) I say, sir, I care not what becomes | 
of your pitiful appropriation bills to carry on your | 
Government. This question involves consider- | 
ations of far higher import, and more imperiously 
calls upon the House to vindicate its character, as | 
the guardians of civil liberty, than all the appro- | 
priation bills you could pass here from this tme | 
to the end of time. 
Now, sir, why is this all so? Why, sir, you | 
have directed one of the committees of this House 
to make an investigation. ‘That committee, in | 


the course of the investigation, have deemed it |! 


proper to take what they deemed to be exceptions | 
to an answer given them by a witness. What was | 
that answer? Was there anything in that answer | 
given by that witness which ought to have dis- | 
turbed the most fastidious member of that com- | 
mittee, in and of itself? 

Mr. MASON, of Ohio, here rose and called | 
the gentleman from New York to order on the | 
ground of irrelevancy. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will reduce the | 
point to writing. 

Mr. MASON understood the question before | 
the House to be on the amendment of the gentle- | 
man from Massachusetts. 

The CHAIR said it was, and pronounced the 
course of argument of the gentleman from New | 
York to be within the strict limits of that subject. | 

Mr. MANN resumed. Sir, I will save the | 
gentleman the necessity of calling me to order, | 
for I will proceed in order. 1 am inorder. 1 | 
am going on to show why the character of this 


do not wish this House to be put in such a situa- | 


|| thought he had been misunderstood. The object 
this question to a committee; and he appealed to | | 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Lin-|| 
| would ensue which would be amply made up by 
draw it; because that House could just as well || 
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House and the nation demand that this House of 
Representatives ought immediately to permit this 
examination of this witness in regard to the al- 
leged contempt for which he stands now arraigned 


/at the bar of the House, under the gaze of the 


American people. I am going on to show, sir, 


| why you should examine the witness forthwith, 
| instead of raising a committee to hunt up pre- 
the important appropriation bills to carry on the || 
operations of the Government were yet unacted || 


cedents and report forms and modes of procedure. 
Mr. LINCOLN begged to explain, for he 


in raising the committee was merely to reporta 
simple mode of proceeding, and very little delay 
the saving of time afterwards. Mr. L. then read 
his amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I do not understand the gentle- 
man, sir; but, in my judgment, his plan is paying 
more )regard to shadows than to the substance. 
Now, is it not in the power of the gentleman 
himself to cross-examine the witnesses? Would 
he feel any reluctance to do it? If so, sir, I will 
do it; I can do it, too; having had a little experi- 
ence since this session * commenced, as well as | 
formerly in the cross-examination of witnesses 
before a committee. 

it seems, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 


Massachusetts does not choose to appear here as || 





& prosecutor in this case, and that is the reason he 
wants this resolution adopted. Now, I ask the | 
gentleman not to shrink from the responsibility of | 
coming here with a resolution, and moving the | 
arrest of this witness. 1 foresaw what would be | 
the result, I foresaw, before the committee left | 
their room with their report, that this was to be- | 
come one of the most important questions, in | 
regard to the character of the American Congress, 
presented for alongtime. Itis to be decided here, | 
and for the approval and approbation of the civil- | 
ized world, whether a witness shall be compelled 
to go before a committee, whose members stand 
with arms in their hands to protect themselves | 
for what that committee may deem wrong. 

Sir, (continued Mr. M.,) bring the person ac- 
cused to your bar, and give him an opportunity of | 
placing his vindication before this House, and in | 
the hearing of each member of it. If there ever | 
was an occasion, if there ever will be another oc- 
casion, for demanding at the hands of this House, | 
and at the expense of every moment of its time | 
from this to the end of the session, more than the | 
present, then I cannot conceive one, I will, how- 
ever, promise to relieve the gentleman from Mas- | 
sachusetts, [Mr. Lincoxtn,] from the office he | 
seems unwilling to assume upon himself. 


coming here in favor of that resolution, as well as 


myself, for I agreed to the resolution of calling || 


the witness here, then I will assume the duties | 


alternately, and in vindication of what | deem to || 


be just to the character of this House, that of in- 
stituting the most scrutinizing and most careful 


cross-examination of these witnesses in regard to || 


what the accused has intimated here. Let it be | 
determined by this House—let it be determined | 
before the eyes not only of this country, but of 
every civilized country of the earth, whether the 
proceedings of this House are to be vindicated, and 


asserted, and maintained; and in what manner || 


those proceedings are to be asserted, vindicated, 
maintained, and carried on. Sir, it is due to the 
world that we should tell them that, as guardians 
of the rights of our own citizens, as well as main- 
tainers of the cause of free government everywhere, 
we should point out here, from the very temple of 
liberty itself, what ought to be done. 


In conclusion, Mr. M. would not spend one || 
single moment in instituting an inquiry into forms || 
of proceeding, but he was for calling upon the ac- || 


cused at once to enter upon his defense, give him 
his counsel, and let that counsel cross-examine 
the witnesses. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, that the question 
before us was what were the relative merits of the 
two propositions—the one made by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Lincoxn] and the other 
by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Guot- 
son.] He had no hesitation in saying, that unless 
a better plan was suggested than that which was 

resented by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


‘ 


If he || 
does not choose to assume that responsibility of | 


|| the other ceases. 





e would vote for the resolution of the gentleman 
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certainly an object. We might talk as much as 
| we pleased about the vast importance of this sub. 
| ject; about its connection with the cause of free 
rene throughout the world. For his (Mr 
| V’.s) part, he could not regard it as being of suff. 
| cient importance to justify us in such a consum 
_ tion of time with it, as to put in jeopardy the 
| genefal appropriation bills. ° 
| The wheels of Government must be kept in 
/motion. Our days here were almost numbered: 
| and if there was not a general disposition here - 
| dispatch this matter, your appropriation bills were 
| Most assuredly in danger. hy, then, instead of 
| proceeding immediately with the case, refer the 
| matter back to a select «»mmittee, for the purpose 
| of reporting to us the form of proceeding we 
| should pursue? The Chair could appoint a com- 
| mittee to examine witnesses on the part of this 
House. The gentleman from Mississippi would, 
| no doubt, so modify his amendmentas to authorize 


|, the Speaker to appoint such catechists or prosecu- 


| tors, and then we could proceed immediately with 


| the trial. Thegentleman from Massachusetts had 


told us that he had looked into the precedents, and 


|| he had doubtless concocted some plan of proceed- 


ing. Let thegentleman now suggest it to us; and 
if he (Mr. V.) approved of it, he would probably 
vote for it; but he could not, and would not, con- 
tribute to the delay that would be consequent upon 
the passage of his resolution. Mr. Whitney had 
already been under arrest for two days; and it was 
due to him, and to the regard that we all cherished 
for the liberty of. the citizen, that we should pro- 
ceed in the matter with the least possibledelay. 

Mr. LANE said, to his mind the question pre- 
sented to the House is a plain one, so far as it 
| regarded the course tobe adopted in relation tothe 
/case as itnow stands. The defendant has been 

brought to the bar of the House to answer for an 

alleged contempt in not giving evidence before one 
| of its committees. ‘T'o which he answers, that he 
| intended no contemptto this House, and manifested 
| his perfect willingness to give evidence before the 
| committee, provided they shall appear unarmed, 
or that he will appear and answer interrogatories 
submitted before a justice of the peace. 

‘The defendant, Mr. Whitney, stands before this 
House purged of all contempt; and the only re- 
maining question is to examine witnesses for the 
purpose of informing the House whether the rea- 
sons alleged are or are not true, in order to enable 
| the House, as judges in this case, to come toa 
| correct conclusion whether the defendant ought to 
be protected or not. 

This would be the proceeding in a court of law 
when brought up before the court. If he dis- 
claimed all contempt, and gave his reasons for 
not obeying the process of the court, witnesses 
would be called upon and examined as to the 
truth of the excuse; if a good one, there is an end 
| to the whole proceeding, and the accused is 
instantly discharged. 

There can be no necessity for a committee to 
report rules of proceeding. Let us come at it at 
once by permitting the defendant to call witnesses 
to the bar of the House to prove the truth of his 


| 
| 


|| excuse. 


Sir, (said Mr. L.,) if one half the defendant has 
stated be true, in relation to what took place be- 


| fore the committee, to his mind, the said R. M. 


Whitney, the defendant, would not only stand 


|| blameless before this House and the nation, but 


in all things justified. That he held obedience 
and protection go together; the one withheld, and 
That he held no one ought to 
be called upon to appear before a hostile and 
armed tribunal. 

Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, said he had 
but a word or two to offer. It seemed to him 
| that when the two propositions were gravely con- 
_ sidered, there could be no difficulty in the minds 


|| of gentlemen as to which ought to be adopted. 


What were the facts?) Mr. Whitney had been 


|| brought to that House upon a resolution charging 
|| him, or rather which required him to answer in 


regard to an alleged contempt committed by him 
' against that House; in the first place, in failing to 
appear before one of its committees, when sum- 
moned for that purpose; and in the second place, 
| in regard toa letter written by him to the commit- 
| tee, which is supposed to containan insult. Well, 


from Mississippi. Expedition in this matter was '' he had been brought to the bar of the House, and 
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ohen wel then further proposed to bedone? It was / his reasons why he had not appeared before the 


roposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
Mr. LincoLn] thata committee should be appoint- 
ed to inquire into the proper mode for the House to 
ursue in regard to the investigation of these facts. 
he other proposition of the gentleman from _ 
Mississippi, [Mr. Guotson,] proposed that they _ 
should proceed at once to the examination of wit- | 
nesses. Now, upon what subject did the gentle- 
man propose to hear witnesses? Mr. Whitney 
had sent to the House a letter, which Mr. C. had 
not heard read, but which he understood to con- 
tain charges against members of another commit- | 
tee, and that he was unwilling to go before the 
committee which had summoned him unless the | 
House would pass an order that the members of | 
that committee should not be armed. He states 
that he is unwilling to go before that committee | 
unless the House pass such an order, but that he 
is willing to go before a magistrate, and there 
swear his answers to such interrogatories as the | 
committee may file. Now, suppose the last gen- || 
tleman’s [Mr. Guoxson] proposition should be | 
adopted, where would the inquiries extend? 
Would they not extend directly to the fact as to 
whether this committee should be armed or not? || 
And as to whether this committee was a safe tri- 
bunal for a witness to appear before? Mr. C. 
would ask whether such an offer was not of itself |, 
an insult to the American Congress? What, was 
it a proper subject of inquiry whether theSpeaker || 
of that House had constituted a committee that || 
met armed to the teeth! Surely the gentleman || 
did not mean to institute such an inquiry as that! || 
Again, should the proposition of the gentleman || 
be adopted, might it not happen that, instead of | 
inquiring into the alleged contempt committed by | 
Mr. Whitney, they would be drawn off into an || 
investigation of the scene that took place before 
another committee? and that, in fact, instead of 
ing on with the inquiry against Mr. Whitney, || 
it would result in an inquiry into the conduct of | 


members of that House, not in the committee be- | 


fore which he was summoned to appear, but | 
before another committee? 
reasons, Mr. C. was in favor of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GHOLSON would answer the gentleman 


For these and other || 


| committee, and why not hear him? Gentlemen 
had urged upon the House the necessity of send- 
| ing this subject back to a committee. Well, sup- 
| pose it was sent toacommittee, the witness would 
ave to appear before that committee, and how 
could he appear before a committee when he was 
in the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms? 
Mr. LINCOLN explained that he had merely 
brought this subject to the consideration of the 
House, and that he had no personal feelings in 


' the matter. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, did not mean to 
insinuate that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
had been operated upon by any sinister motives. 

Mr. BELL presumed it was the intention of 
every gentleman to have this question put in such 
a situation as to dispatch it as speedily as it could 
possibly be done, with justice to the individual 
who had been brought to the bar of the House, 
and to the House itself. The gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Guo.son] proposed immediately 
to proceed to the examination of witnesses; but 


that gentleman must see that the proposition of | 


the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Linco.n] 
would not interfere with his proposition. Mr. B. 


" wished to impress upon the House the importance, 


in an economical point of view, of adopting the 
proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


| as the House could proceed with infinitely greater 


dispatch in this way than any other. As he un- 
derstood the proposition of that gentleman, the 
committee proposed to be raised could at once 
determine on the mode of proceeding without a 
delay of ten minutes, and then the House would 
be prepared to proceed regularly with the exam- 
ination of witnesses. 

It would be observed, by the statement of the 


| witness himself, that the whole difficulty had 
grown out of the fears he entertained of violence || 


being committed upon him by the chairman of the 
committee. As soon as a committee should be 
instituted, and the mode of proceeding determined 
on, Mr. B. would propose to take a step to termin- 
ate all this difficulty, which would be to examine 





resolution. Ee had understood this whole pro- 
ceeding against Mr. Whitney to have grown out 
of his refusal to appear before the committee, for 
which refusal he (the witness) had assigned cer- 
tain reasons then before the House. Now, Mr. 
G.’s object was to have witnesses examined to 
inquire, on the part of the House, into thé truth 
of the facts or statements set forth by Whitney to 
the House, and given by him as his reasons for 
refusing to obey the summons of the committee. 
If the House should think the reasons good, why 
discharge him. 


why they would not discharge him. This was 
the quickest, readicst, and most simple way of 
reaching the point. Moreover, Mr. G. was will- 


ing that the conduct of a member of that House || 
should be inquired into as that of any other || 


American citizen. 


Mr. CALHOON should not be disposed to go || 





into an inquiry as to the truth or falsehood of any 
statement which this witness had made. Hecon- 
sidered that it was not a proper course to go into 
an investigation of the conduct of members of the 
select committee. The proper course, he thought, 
would be to appoint a committee, whose duty it | 
the House. But if gentlemen saw 
quire into the conduct of members of that House— 
into their object in certain transactions, and into 
the object of the Speaker in appointing members | 
of that House on committees, who were not proper | 
persons for witnesses to appeat before, he had no | 
objection to it. 

r. HARDIN would vote for the original res- 
olution and against the amendment. He had been 
trying to bring himself to support the amendment, 
but could not do so. On last Friday, after a 
lengthy debate, they had directed the Speaker to 
issue his warrant to take that individual into cus- 
tody, and bring him before the bar of the House; 
and Mr. H. thought that was the identical place 
to hear him. This witness now proposed giving 


the Sergeant-at-Arms to attend him, and protect 
him from violence. 


lence from the chairman of this select committee, | 
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| Mr. Whitney at the bar of the House; and, if) 
| he would state that he was really in fear of vio- || 


' 


Mr. B. understood this to | 


have been the reason of the witness that he would | 
have attended before the committee but for fear of | 


by telling him what his object was in offering his || then Mr. B. would move that the Speaker direct 


|| violence; and, in that case, he thought it was the | 
| duty of the House to protect a witness; and if he | 


| would state on oath that this was the reason he had | 


failed to appear before the committee, Mr. B. 


| would consider it the duty of the House to protect | 


him. He hoped the resolution of the gentleman 


|| from Massachusetts would be adopted. 
c If the House should be of opin- || 
ion, however, that the reasons were insufficient, || 


Mr. MANN, of New York, then moved to 


_ the end thereof the following: 
| And that a committee of five be appointed by 
the Speaker to examine such witnesses on the part 
of the House.”’ 

Mr. GHOLSON accepted the modification. 


to 


| olution, 
| Mr. BOON reminded the House that when this 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


| 


amend Mr. Guotson’s resolution, by adding to | 


} 
| 


| 
' 


The question then recurring on the original res- || 





189 


should open the whole merits, and he sent it to 
the Clerk’s table to be read, as follows: 

Strike out after the word ‘Resolved,’’ and in- 
sert ‘That Reuben M. Whitney, now at the bar 
of this House, be forthwith discharged from the 
custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms.”’ 

Mr. B. hoped, (he ssid,) when the proper time 


‘arrived, the yeas and nays would be taken on this 


proposition. Notwithstanding the remarks of the 
distinguished gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Manwn,] that he considered the pitiful appropria- 
tion bills for the support of the Government, as 
nothing compared with the settlement of this ques- 
tion, Mr. B. must be allowed to say that, when 
the subject before the House was compared with 
the great general interests of the country, the case 
of Keuben M. Whitney and the select committee 
in the room below, sunk into utter insignificance. 
Why there was one single question, in which the 
| western country was interested (the land bill) that 
was paramount to a hundred Reuben Whitney 
cases of this kind, nay more, he would say a 
thousand. 
Mr. B. saw no necessity for detaining the House, 
| at the sacrifice of all the business of the country, 
any further. The prisoner at the bar had told 
them he wished to be heard by counsel, and it 
was understood out of doors that he had selected 
two of the most distinguished gentlemen in the 
country as his counsel; and if they were to be 
heard at length, as they assuredly will if the 
House entered upon the subject, then this q@es- 
tion would not be settled in six solemn days; for 
the counsel would occupy at least two, and each 
of the committee to be appointed will probably 
speak, and then the balance, or a certain propor- 
tion of the two hundred and forty Representatives 
would take that opportunity, also, to maintain 
their rights there. ‘The truth was, he feared that 
the residue of the session would be consumed by 
it. After some further remarks, Mr. B. concluded 
| by moving the substitute above. 
Mr. ANTHONY had voted against the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Massachusetts, to 
| bring Reuben M. Whitney before the House, for 
an alleged contempt in refusing to appear before 
the committee of which an honorable member 
from Virginia is the chairman, and he had done 
' so because he did not wish, at this late etage of 
the session, when so much important business 
remained to be acted on, to go into an examina- 
tion of the embarrassing and difficult question of 
an alleged contempt of the House by refusing to 
appear before one of its committees; but as a ma- 
jority of the House had determined to bring the 
accused before them, he cheerfully submitted to 
their decision. 
| Whether the accused had acted contemptuously, 
| and how far his conduct was reprehensible, if at 
' all, depended upon the facts which would be 
elicited from the examination of witnesses, and he 
was, therefore, opposed at present to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, which di- 
rected the accused to be discharged from the cus- 
| tody of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and would go for 
| the resolution of the member from Mississippi, 
and ascertain satisfactorily such facts as would 


Mr. Lincoin’s amendment was then disagreed | enable the House to judge correctly of the conduct 


of the accused, and to determine whether he is 
excusable or not in his refusal to appear before 
the select committee. 

Mr. A. said they could not shut their eyes to 


| subject was under consideration on Friday last, || what had transpired in another committee, and 
| he had predicted the difficulties that would arise. | 
| 


that the present chairman of the select committee, 


He was now happy to find that some gentlemen at || before which the accused refuses to appear, was 
should be to report a mode of proceeding before || least had changed their opinion since the vote they || one of the members of the former committee, in 


| there. 


roper to in- || gave that Reuben M. Whitney should be brought | 


which a difficulty arose between a friend of the 


Now, would this result, as some gentle- || present chairman [Mr. Wise] and the accused; 
|| man intimated and designed, in that individual’s || and on that occasion the honorable member from 
| being reprimanded by the Speaker? at least it had || Virginia stated to this House that “the witness 


not yet become matter of record; no, nor even re- || had his right hand in his pantaloons pocket; that 


| duced to a certainty that it ever would be. Ifa law | 


he expected him to draw a deadly weapon on his 


| were in existence, or should be passed, defining || friend; that he watched the motion of that right 
| 


the nature of contempts, he (Mr. B.) would go to i arm, the elbow of which could be seen by him, 


| arrest any individual guilty of them, be he whom || and had it moved one inch, he [Whitney] had died 
jhe might. ‘Till such a law should be passed, he, || upon the spot; that was his determination.” 


| however, would not give his vote to bring any || He would like to know from the witnesses who 


man before that House for contempt. 





open the whole merits of the question. 


Mr. BOON said he would submit one that 


| might be examined all the facts in relation to this 


The CHAIR reminded the gentleman from Illi- || matter, so that the House might determine whether 
nois that the proposition then pending did not 


|Mr. Whitney had any apprehensions of being 
| assaulted, or had any fear operating on his mind 
'| sufficient to excuse him from appearing before the 
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committee; he would also be able to judge from 
the tesumuny whether there was any good and 
sufficient ground for appreliension of danger on 
the part of the witness if he placed himself in 
such a situation as to be exposed ** to die on the 
spot”’—if he firmly believed his life was in danger, 
or if he really supposed that he subjected hunselt 
to personal injury, Mr. A said he would never 
vote to biing him before thot committee; but if, 
on the contrary, it was a mere idle, vague, and 
unauthorized fear, and there was no jast ground 
of apprehension, in such case the witness should 
be compelleu to appear to give evidence. Our 
laws have respect to ‘he imtenuon of those who 
violate them, and they never punish for crime or 
contempt, unless there is an intentional violation, 
By our post office laws, robbery of the mail, 
where the lie of the carrier is putin jeopardy, is 
punishable with death; but if the carrier’s lite 
ig not pul in jeopardy, the punishment is only 
fine and imprisonment. In the case before us, 
after ovtaining the evidence, we shall be able to 
determine whether the life of Mr. Whitney was 
in jeopardy; or if not, whether he solemnly be- 
lieves, by going before the comauttee, he subjects 
himself to personal injury. 

When gentlemen talk of the indignity offered 
to the House, by the :efusal of a witness to appear 
before one of its committees, and exclaim that 
there would be an end of all investigation, if such 
conduct is tolerated, they only look at one side of 
this disagreeable question. While he admitted 
that all judicial and legislauve tribunals are bound, 
in honor, to assert and maintain their rights and 

rivileges, and to enforce obedience to all their 
[awful mandates, yet they are equally bound, by 
every principle at denies and equity, to protect 
and shield every witness that comes before them 
from the least personal danger from the slightest 
apprehension, for his safety and perfect security. 

Can it be imagined for a moment that a witness 
would tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, when his mind is agitated with fear, 
and when he is under compulsion and restraint? 
W hat reliance could be placed on testimony ob- 
tained from one who considers himself in danger 
from those before whom he is giving evidence? It 
would be much better to let him go before a ma- 
gistrate, and answer such interrogatories as might 
be propounded to him, and the testimony thus 
taken would have much more effect in producing 
conviction. 
right to protect himself from insult and injury 
His life, his body, health, and reputation are pe- 


culiarly within his own protection, and no tribunal | 


should have the power to violate these natural in- 
defeasible rights,and no man should be compelled 
to appear before any tribunal when he was placed 
in jeopardy of life or limb. If, on invesugation, 
it should be found that Mr. Whitney had no 
reasonable ground to apprebend injury, then the 
House could adopt such course as would vindi- 
cate its privileges and assert its rights; but if it 
should turn out that he had good cause to with- 
hold obedience to the summons of the committee, 
then he would vote to discharge him from custody. 

In the answer of the accused to the summons of 
the committee, he expresses himself as perfectly 
willing to answer interrogatories before a magis- 
trate, or to appear and answer before the commit- 
tee, if they prevent the carrying of dangerous 
weapons in the committee room. This Mr. A. 
considered a reasonable request, from what had 
transpired, as the witness could as fully answer 
in this mode as if he were in the presence of the 
committee, because he believed the practice of 
similar committees was to put all questions in 
writing, and receive answers in the same manner. 
But if the House should decline to adopt this 
proposition, they could protect the witness, as 
their duty required them to do, by preventing 


dangerous weapons from entering the committee 


room. 
In conclusion, Mr. A. observed that the House 
having resolved on prosecuting this subject of 


contempt, he was willing to hear all the facts and | 


circumstances, connected with it, and ascertain 


whether the accused considered himself in a state | 


of duress, acd entiled to the protection of the 
House, or whether it was a mere pretext on his 
part to avoid giving testimony before the commit- 


tee. When the ** truth and the whole truth’: 


. 


| ation bills are in danger of being lost by the waste 


Every individual has the natural | 
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should come to light, we could act as become the 
dignity and honor of the Representatives of a free 
and enlightened people. 

Mr. CHAPIN moved to amend the modified 
resolution of Mr. Guorson, by adding to the end 
thereof the following: 

** That the questions put shall be reduced to 
wring before they shall be proposed to the wit 
ness, and that the answers be also seduced to 
writing. Every question put by any other mem- | 
ber not of the committee shall be reduced to 
writing by such member, aod be propounded to 
the witness by the Speaker, if not objected to; 
but if any question shall be objected to, or any 
testimony offered shall be objected ta, by any 
member, the member so objecting, and the ac- 
cused or his counsel, shall be heard, after which 
the question shall be decided without further 
debate. If parol evidence is offered, the wit- 
nesses shall be sworn by the Speaker, and be 
examined at the bar, unless they are members of 
the House, in which case they may be examined 
in their place.” 

Mr. GLIIOLSON accepted the modification. 

Mr. CHAPIN said, his object in offering the 
amendment proposed was to save time, and pres | 
vent the confusion which must necessarily result 
from proceeding with the trial of the accused, 
without establishing some rules to govern the 
action of the House. This proposition accom- | 
plishes directly what the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lixco.n] designed to 
do by raising a committee to report forthwith a 
mode of proceeding. Weare admonished by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
[Mr. CamMBRELENG] that the important appropri: | 


of ume in adhering to established forms, and that 
no obstacles should be thrown in the way of a 
prompt decision of the case before the House. 
This amendment embodies, substantially, the 
mode of proceeding recommended by the com- 
mittee of privileges, in the celebrated case of 
Houston, pending before this House in 1832. It 
was important to determine, preliminarily, by 
whom the prosecution should be conducted; in 
what manner the questions should be put, and the 
answers given, whether orally or in writing; and 
by whom objections to the testimony should be | 
argued; or the whole proceeding would lead to | 
confusion, and an interminable debate. 
Mr. C. voted against the resolution requiring || 
Mr. Whitney to be brought to the bar of this 
Hotse. He did so, because the only evidence of 
the refusal of the witness to obey the summons of | 
the committee of which the honorable gentleman | 
from Virginia (Mr. Wise] was chairman, set | 
forth at length the grounds of such refusal; and 
to his mind they were perfectly satisfactory. But 


| he would, for the present, waive the discussion on | 


that point; as it involved the merits of the contro- | 
versy, it would not be in order in this stage of the 
proceedings. 

Mr. C. said he would conclude by asking the | 
honorable gentleman from Mississippi to accept 
the amendment he had offered, as a modification 
of the original resolution. 

Mr. PARKS said that he, as well as the gentle- | 
man from Indiana, was opposed to bringing this 
individual before the House; but, as he was 
brought there, they owed it to the gentleman him- | 
self, and to the House, that he have a hearing. | 
The motion pending was, that a committee of five | 
be appointed to examine witnesses on the part of 
the House and for the purpose of settling the 
question, and of ascertaining whether they would 
lay it aside, or go on with it. He moved the | 
previous question, 

Mr. GHOLSON appealed to Mr. P. to with- 
draw the motion for a moment; which he did; | 
when Mr. G. accepted of the amendment of Mr. | 
Cuapin; and 

Mr PARKS then renewed the motion for the 

revious question; which was seconded by the 
SS enamme 97, noes 33; and the main question 


having been ordered, was put and carried without 
a division. at 
So the resolution, as modified, was agreed to,in || 


the following words: 
‘* Resolved, That R. M. Whitney be now per- 
‘mitted to examine witnesses before this House | 


‘in relation to his alleged contempt, and that a |! 


February 13, 


‘committee of five be appointed by the Speaker 


‘to examine such witnesses on the part of the 
* House. 

**That the questions put shall be reduced to 
‘writing before the same are proposed (o the 
‘witness; and the answers shai! also be reduced 
‘to writing before the same are proposed to the 
‘witness; and the answers shail be reduced to 
‘writing. Every questien put by a member nox 
‘of the committee, shall be reduced to writing by 
‘such member, and be propounded to the witness 
‘by the Speaker, if not objected to; but if an 
* question shall be objected to, or any testimon 
‘offered shall be objected to by any member, the 
‘member so objecting, and the accused, or his 
* counsel, shall be heard thereon; after which the 
* question shall be decided without further debate, 
‘If parol evidence is offered, the witnesses shal! 
‘ be sworn by the Speaker, and be examined at the 
‘bar, unless they are members of the House; in 
‘which case they may be examined in their 
* places.” 

The CHAIR then announced his having ap- 
pointed a committee to examine witnesses on the 
part of the House; which consisted of the follow- 
ing gentlemen: Mr. Guoxson, of Mississippi; 
Mr. Lincotn, of Massachusetts; Mr. Tuomas, 
of Maryland; Mr. Harpin, of Kentucky; and 
Mr. Owens, of Georgia. 

Mr. Whitney was then brought in, and the 
SPEAKER informed him that the House had 
come to the foregoing resoiutions, and inquired 
of him if he was then ready; 

Mr. Wuitney said: Mr. Speaker, I am nat 
prepared to go on at this time; and I respectfully 
ask, through you, sir, the indulgence of further 


time till Wednesday next. He then sent a paper 


to the Chair containing a list of such witnesses as 
he wished summoned to appear before the House 
for examination at the same time. 

The question was divided; and the extension 
of time asked for by the respondent agreed to. 

The CHAIR then propounded the other branch 
of the request, and named the witnesses, who were 
as follows: Mr. Martin, of Alabama; Mr. Fair- 
FIELD, of Maine; Mr. Gittet, of New York; 
Mr. Hamer, of Ohio; Mr. Lewis, of Philadel- 
phia, now in Washington city; Mr. Suttivay, 
of Washington. 

The first four being members of the House. 

Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, objected to their 
being summoned, as contrary to usage. 

The CHAIR suggested that the question be 
divided. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD protested against the 
whole proceeding, and gave his reasons at some 
length. 

Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote by which the resolution 
had been adopted. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved the previous question 
on that motion; which wasseconded by the House 
—ayes 89, noes not counted; and the main ques- 
tion was ordered without a division. 

Mr. MERCER asked forthe yeas and nays on 
the main question, being the motion to reconsidef; 
and being ordered, the vote was taken and decided 
in the negative—yeas 92, nays 95; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alford, Chilton Allan, Beale, 
Beaumont, Bell, Bond, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, 
Briggs, Bunch, John Calhoon, William B. Cal- 
houn, Carter, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Connor, 
Corwin, Crane, Dawson, Deverry, Denny, Drom- 
gople, Evans, Forester, French, Fry, Rice Gar- 
land, Glascock, Graham, Grantland, Graves, 
Grennell, Griffith, Hiland Hall, Hard, Harlan, 
Harper, Samuel S. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hazeltine, Herod, Hoar, Howell, Hunt, Hunts- 
man, William Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Henry 
Johnson, John W. Jones, Lawler, Luke Lea, 
Lewis, Love, Martin, Sampson Mason, Moury, 


| McCarty, McKay, MeKennan, Mercer, M:|\gan, 


Morgan, Morris, Patton, James A- Pearce, Pear- 
son, Peitigrew, Phillips, Pinckney, Pouts, Reed, 
Robertson, Russell, Shields, Slade, Sloane, 
Sprague, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, 
Waddy Thompson, Under. ood, White, Elisha 


| Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Wil- 


liams—92 
NAYS—Meessrs. Anthony, Bailey, Barton, 
Bean, Black, Bockee, Bovee, Brown, Buchanan, 
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Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chap- 
man, Chapin, John F. H. Ciawworne, Cleveland, 
Craig, Cramer, Crary, Cushman, Doubleday, 
Efoer, Farin, Fowler, Gaualoraith, Gholson, 
Granger, Hailey, Joseph Hall, Hardin, Hawkins, 
Haynes, Henderson, Holt, Hopkins, Howard, 
iHuvley, Eluntington, Ingham, Jarvie, Joseph 
Johnson, Richard M Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
Benjauin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, Lan- 
ging, Lawrence, Giueon Lee, Joshua Lee, 
Thomas Lee, Leonard, Loyall, Lyon, Job Mann, 
William Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKeon, 
McKim, MeLeue, Miller, Montgomery, Moore, 
Owens, Page, Parks, Patterson, Phelps, John 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Richardson, Ripley, 
Rogers, Schenk, Seymour, Shinn, Sickies, Span- 
giers Sutherland, Payior, John Thomson, Turrill, 
Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Web- 
ster, Weeks, Thomas T'’. Whittlesey, Yell, and 
Young—9o. 7 

So the House refused to reconsider its vote. 

The question then recurring on ordinary sub- 
penas to Issue for the above-named witnesses— 

Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, called for a di- 
vision of the question, 

Subpenas for Messrs. Lewis and Sullivan were 
then ordered without a count. 

On the question directing Messrs. Martin, 
Fairrie.p, Gitte tT, and Hamer, members of the 
House, to be summoned, the House divided, and 
the vote being ayes 100, noes 32, summonses 
were also directed to be issued for their attendance 

‘on Wednesday. 


The CHAIR then inquired of the respondent if 
he had further request to make? 

Mr. Wurrney asked that he might be furnished 
with copies of the resolutions and orders. 
The CHAIR propounded the question to the 

House, and it was agreed to. 


The CHAIR then directed the Sergeant-at-Arms 
to conduct the accused from the House, and pro- 
duce him again on Wednesday next, at the hour 
the House met. | 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 
On motion of Mr. MERCER, the undisposed 


of memorials on the Speaker’s teble were passed 
over for this day, and the House agreed to pro- | 
ceed with the call for petitions and memorials 
from States and Territories, commencing with the | 
latter. | 


Petitions and memorials were then presented 
by— 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Mr. CRARY, of Michigan; 

{Mr. Crary presented a joint resolution of the | 
Senate and House of Representatives of the Srate | 
of Michigan, instructing their Senators, and re- 
questing their Representatives to vote for appro- 
priations for improving certain harbors and con- | 
structing certain light-houses on the lakes. Also, 
a joint resolution for the establishment of a port | 
of entry at the town of St. Joseph. Also, a | 
joint resolution on the subject of the ordinance 
proposed by Congress to the States of Michigan. | 
Also, a petition of the citizens of Belvidere, and 
other places, for an appropriation to improve the 
harbor at the mouth of Clinton river. ]} 

Mr. YELL, of Arkansas; 

(Mr. Yeu gave notice that, when it should be | 
in order, he would introduce a bill to amend an 
act passed the last session of Congress, locating 
or establishing a new garrison on the western 
frontiers of Arkansas, on the Arkansas river. ]} 

Messrs. HARRISON and ASHLEY, of Mis- | 
souri; 

(Mr. Harrison, of Missouri, presented the 
petition of Cornelius , and others, praying | 
that they may be allowed to drain certain inun- 
dated lands, and that they may havea preémption 
upon the same; also, of Daniel Draper, praying | 
the right of preémption; and, also, of sundry citi- || 
zens of Lewis and Clarke counties, praying that | 
a certain post route may be established. ] | 

(Mr. Asner presented the memorial of the 1 
Mayor and Aldermen of the city of St. Louis, | 
protesting against the confirmation of lands within | 
the limits of the common fields of St. Louis to | 


} 
| 
| 








individuals; the petition of Lewis Bassett; of || 
Cicel Compare; and of the citizens of Carondelet, | 


1) . : ; : 
| praying an act to authorize the division and final 


disposition of the commons of that village. } 

Messrs. CHAPMAN and LYON, of Alabama; 

Messrs. CLAIBORNE and GHOLSON, ot 
Mississipp; 

(Mr. Cratsorne, of Mississippi, presented the 
petition of David McCaleb, Esq., of Claiborne 
courty, relative to a certain tract of land; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. Also the memorial of many citizens of 
the State of Mississippi, asking the removal of the 
land office from Augusta to Paulding; and it was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands.]} 

Messrs. CASEY, REYNOLDS, and MAY, ot 
Ilinois; 

[Mr. Reynoips presented the claim of Mr. 
Vanruff for proverty destroyed by the army in 
1832; and the claim of the heirs of N. Janot, 
deceased, for property destroyed by the Indians 
in 1812.] 

(Mr. Casey presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Marion couity, in the State of Illinois, 
praying for the right of preémption to certain 
tracts of relinquished land in said county; which, 
on his motion, was referred to the Committee on 
the Puvlic Lands. } 

(Mr. May presented the petition of sundry 
ciuzens of Illinois, praying for a mail route from 
Peru to Pawpaw; from Bloomington to Bowling 
Green, Versailles, Washington, &c., to Peoria; 
from Chicago to Orezon Ciiy; from Srephenson, 
via Cleveland, to Dixon Ferry; from Ottawa, via 
mouth of Indian creek, Blackberry creek, Luke’s 
store, Geneva, Kimball, &c. Also a memorial of 
the committee appointed in behalf of the northern 


| counties of the State of Illinois, to address Con- 


gress on the subject of the public lands, if that 
question 1s not disposed of. 

Mr. May also presented the petition of Persis 
Slater, praying that she may be allowed the ar- 
rearages of pay due to Samuel Graves, (her late 
husband,) a svldier in the late war with Great 
Britain. } 

Messrs. McCARTY, HANNEGAN, CARR, 
and LIEROD, of Indiana; 

{Mr Carr presented the petition of James C. 
Blair and Rebecca Blair, his wife, Israel S. Moore- 
head, Lewis B. Dunham and Charlotte Dunham, 


| his wife, of Louisville, Kentucky, relating to pri- 
' vate land claims therein set forth; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. ] 
(Mr. Hannecan presented the petition of nu- 
merous inhabitanis of Laporte county, protesting 


| against the interpretation given to the preémption 


law. The petition of sundry citizens in behalf of 
Benjamin Miller. A memorial and joint resolu- 
tion from the Legislature of Indiana in relation to 
harbors on the southern coast of Lake Michigan. 
A joint resolution from the same relative to a 
bridge over the Kankakee river. 

{Mr. Carr, of Indiana, presented the following 
petition, signed by citizens of the State of Ludiana; 
which, upon his motion, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals: 

The Honorable Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress asse » bled: 

The undersigned, your petitioners, citizens of the State 
of Indiana, would beg lave respectfully to represent to 
your honorable body, that the fails of the river Ohio still 
present a serious obstacle to its navigaion, notwithstanding 
the Louisville and Portland canal has been constructed 
ostensibly with a view to an amelioration of that impedi- 
ment; that the great and increasing commerce of the vast 
valley of the Mississippi imperiously demands the removal 
of every obstruction to the free aud rapid transit of the 
products of western industry to their proper markets; that 
the many States interested in the navigation of the Ohio 
river, places this matter upon a footing with any work in 
the Union in point of national importance. Your bonor- 
able body has alrvady assented to this principle in the liberal 


appropriations which have been made to the removal of || 


obstructions to the navigation of the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers, as well as the subscription of stock to the Louisville 
and Portland canal. The object for which the Louisviile 


| and Portland canal has been constructed, has not been 
| attained tothe extent contemplated. The reasons for this | 


failure, your petitioners will briefly state : 

lst. The canal is too narrow and too shallow to accom- 
modate boats of heavy tonnage. 

Qd. The site of the land being peculiarly favorable to a 
constant precipitation of mud, and the lodgment of drift 
wood, makes it necessary for the company occasionally to 
suspend business until those obstructions can be removed, 
which is a vexatious cause of delay to boats, while it re- 
stores the old custom of land transpostation frum Louisville 
to Portland. 


3d. In consequence of the heavy expenditures necessary | 


to keep the canal navigable, the company is compelled, in 
order to realize fair dividends, to exact exorbitant tolls, 
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which constitute an immense burden upen th peopte of 
the West, 

Under these circumstances, your petitioners womd + 
specttully represent the daty aud propriety of constrac 
by Government appropriations, a free caval on the tedi 
side of said river, or upou such other plan as your wisd im 
may deem proper. Your petitione:s are confideat tha 
such a work could be competed for a less stm tha) would 


be requisite to purenase the stock in the Lowewlls ad 
Por land canal, while at the same time it would be much 
better calculated to subserve the wants of the western 


people. Your honorable body would be -atisfied of the 
truth of this statement, were the estimates of the cost of the 
work laid before you by competent evgin ers. Aso data 
from which a conclusion ean be drawn, your peutiouers 
have herewith transmitted to you a report of an engmeer 
of acknowledged abilities made to the o!d canal company 
in 1819. The superior advantages which this work offers, 
ought to induce the General Government to undertake its 
construction. To make the Loutsviile ond Portland caval 
of sufficient width and depth to admit the transit of boars 
of the largest size, would require an additional expenditure 
of perhaps $500,000. This sum added to the amount re 

quired to extinguish the indiviaual stock in said work, 
would be more than double the sum necessary to construct 
the Jeffersonville Ohio canal. Your petitioners would, 
therefore, ask your honorable body to direct a portion of 
the resources of the General Government to the aecom 

plishment of the proposed work. The State of Indiana 
will no doubt consent to the project, and perhans lend a 
helping hand to complete it. The interests of the western 
States demand every facility that can be afforded to the free 
navigation of their great arteries of trade. Your petitioners 
would, therefore, cherish the hope that your honorable 
body will bestow upon this subject the consideration its 
importance deserves, and that you will without delay eater 
upon the work with a spirit commensurate with its mag 

nitude ; and your peutioners, as in duty bound, will ever 
pray. J 

Messrs. JOHNSON and GARLAND, of 
Louisiana; 

Messrs. CORWIN,WHITTLESEY,SLOAN, 
HAMER, MASON, VINTON, CRANE, Mc- 
LENE, STORER, PATTERSON, and KIL- 
GORE, of Onto; 

[Mr. McLene presented the memorial of Ira 
Carpenter, of Delaware, in the Stute of Ohio, ask- 
ing remuneration for services rendered, and losses 
sustained, during the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee of Claims. The memorial of 
| Major Thomas Harrison, late of the Army of the 

United States, asking for an increave of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions The memorial of Caleb Atwater, of 
the State of Ohio, asking payment for certain 
services in relation to Indian affairs; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The 
memorial of John Kelly, of Ohio, asking remu- 
neration for certain services rendered; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. | 

By the SPEAKER, of Tennessee; 

Messrs. CALHOON, HARLAN, UNDER. 
WOOD, and FRENCH, of Kentucky; 

Messrs. DEBERRY, McKAY, and RENCH- 
ER, of North Carolina; 

Messrs. MERCER, BOULDIN, PATTON, 
ROBERTSON, MORGAN, LUCAS, JOHN- 
SON, and WISE, of Virginia; 

Messrs. JENIFER and HOWARD, of Mary- 
land; 

Mr MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 

Messrs. INGERSOLL, DARLINGTON, 
SUTHERLAND, BEAUMONT, MORRIS, 
ANTHONY, GALBRAITH, CHAMBERS, 
HUBLEY, PIERSON, K LINGENSMITH, 
and DENNY, of Pennsylvania; 

[By Mr. Morris: A_ memorial of thirty-six 
ladies of Bucks county, Pennsylvania, for the ex- 
tinction of slavery in the Disirict of Columbia and 
the Territories of the United States, and for the 
suppression of the slave trade between the uae) 

[Mr. ANTHONY presented the remonstrance o 
sundry citizens of Lycoming county, Pennsylva- 

Mia, against an alteration of the existing laws 
| regulating the tariff. Also, two memorials signed 
by sundry citizens of the same county, remon- 
| strating against a repeal of the duty on coal.} 

[Mr. KiincensmitH presented the resolutions 
of a large and respectable meeting of the citizens 
of Westmoreland county, declaring, 

First. That they intend to stand to, and abide 
|, by, the Constitution, as made by our ancestors, 
/and denouncing the lecturers on abolitior, in 
Pennsylvania, as composed of foreign hirelings, 
| deceived clergymen, and designing politicians, and 
that we should guard against them as we did 
| against British emissaries during the war of the 
‘| Revolution. 

Secondly. Declaring it an insult to the people 
il of Pennsylvania to have missionaries traversing 
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the State to excite the people against their south- | manifested in their election of electors of President | information they were to obtain by that aan 


ern brethren. 
Thirdly. Declaring the course of the abolition- 
ists to deserve the contempt of every republican. 
Fourthly. Declaring it unconstitutional for Con- | 


| and Vice President of the United States. 


gress to abolish slavery in any part of the United |) 


Siates, and requesting Congress to consign all | 
abolition memorials to the flames. 
| 
} 


Fifthly. Declaring the anti-slavery convention || 


at Harrisburg ‘‘a conclave of evil spirits,’’ de- | 
gerving the ** execration of all honest men.”’ 
Sixthly. Declaring a favorable opinion of colo- | 
nization as the best remedy for the evil of slavery. | 
Seventhly. Declaring that the present adminis- 
tration of the State government of Pennsylvania 
**to be weak and ignorant,”’ and had only ob- 
tained the ascendency twice since the Revolution, 
and are now about to change their old names for | 
that of Abolitionists. | 
Eighthly. Declaring that ‘‘ they are grieved at | 


the conduct of many of the females,’’ who have || 


suffered themselves to be united with the incen- | 
diaries, as ** unbecoming their sex;’’ expressing | 
their dissent to be governed by female influence | 
in the councils of the nation, and expressing their 
disapprobation of the manner adopted for the dis- | 
tribution of their pamphlets. 

W hich was received and laid on the table under | 
the rule of the 18th of January last.] 

Messrs. PARKER and SHINN, of New | 
Jersey; 

{Mr. Suiwn presented petitions from sundry | 


citizens of Monmouth and Burlington counties, in || 


the State of New Jersey, praying for the establish- | 
ment of a mail route. ] 

Messrs. TAYLOR, WARDWELL, CAM- | 
BRELENG, GRANGER, HUNT, LANE, | 


He therefore asked leave to offer a joint resolu- 


GIDEON LEE, REYNOLDS, HAZELTINE, |! 


VANDERPOEL, LEONARD, HUNTING- 
TON, WARD, TURRILL, RUSSELL, and | 
MOORE, of New York; 
{Mr. Tayior presented petitions from sundry | 
inhabitants of the towns of Pompey, Salina, and | 
Fabius, in the county of Onondaga, and the town | 
of Chenango, in the county of Broome, for the | 
establishment of a mail route from Binghamton | 
to Syracuse, in the State of New York; to pass | 


through Lisle, Cincinatus, East Solon, Truxton, || 


Fabius, Pompey, and Jamesville; which were | 
severally referred to the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads. 
Also, the petition of Emma Burzette, for a law | 
allowing to her the bounty land which her deceased 


| the United States to assert and prosecute with || ‘ ; 
|| to exercise the powers of government in Texas, 


| relating to the civil war now or recently prevail- 
| John Paul Jones in 1779, and which were sent by | 


husband was entitled to, for services in the war || 
| 


of the Revolution. Referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. ]} 
{Mr. Warpwe t presented a memorial for the | 
improvement of Sackett’s Harbor. Also,a memo- 
rial of James D. Doty and others, for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at Kaukauna, in Wisconsin 
Territory. ] 
{[Mr. Campretene presented a memorial from 
certain authors of Great Britain, with a supple- 


mentary list of names, setting forth that the || pendence of Texas; which he moved to refer to || 
republished || the Committee of the Whole on the state of the || 
| Union, and make it the order of the day for next | 


|| 


publishers of this country not onl 
their works, by which they suffered in the loss of 
their property, but from the mutilated manner in 
which they were frequently reprinted, their repu- 
tations were also injured; which, on Mr. C.’s 
motion, was referred to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary.]} 

{Mr. L 
Shoemaker, praying for a pension on account of 
wounds received in the late war.] 

[Mr. Avven, of Vermont, presented the petition | 
of two hundred and ninety-six citizens of the | 
county of Orleans, in the State of Vermont, pray- 
ing for the abolition of slavery in the District of | 
Columbia, and of the domestic slave trade. ] 

Messrs. HALL, SLADE, and ALLEN, of 
Vermont; 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Connecticut; 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 

{Mr. Pearce, of Rhode Island, presented cer- 
tain resolutions recently adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of that State, instructing the Hon. Nene- | 
mau R. Kwicur and the Hon. Asner Rossis, 
to vote to expunge from the Journals of the Sen- | 
ate their resolution of 28th March, 1834; 

Also, to vote for Ricuarp M. Jounson for Vice | 
President of the United States, in accordance with | 
the voice of a majority of the people of that State, ' 





as ie 
EONARD presented the petition of Daniel | 


| 


‘| sented the petition of citizens of the District of 


|| moved its reference to the Committee on Foreign 


Mr. P. said those resolutions had come to him 
rather late, but better late than never; it was never 
too late to do good. He would not, however, | 
have found it necessary to present these resolu- 
tions, if they had been presented in the other end 
of the Capitol.] 

JOHN PAUL JONES’S PRIZES. 
Mr. PINCKNEY said he had been requested | 


SHS “CONGRESMONAL ‘GLOBE. 


tion as most material in making up an spintant, 
| relation to the recognition of the independence of 
| Texas. 
But when the document called for came befor, 
| the House, it would be recollected that he (Mr 
H.) had moved to commit it to the Committee 0, 
Foreign Affairs; when a motion was made to a¢. 
company that reference with instructions; and in 
| consequence of this the Committee on Fore; n 





by a number of individuals interested in certain || Affairs had never, up to this moment, had it jn 

their power to get at the information contained jn 
the document, it being still tied up in the House 
| The gentleman from Alabama must therefore per. 


prizes made by the late celebrated John Paul || 


Jones, to endeavor to obtain for them the com- 
pensation to which they were respectively entitled 
for their services. In relation to this matter he | 
had applied for information to the Treasury De- 
partment, and had obtained therefrom a statement 


|, respecting the prizes sent into France, which on 


his motion had been ordered to be printed for the 
use of the House. It appeared from that state- 
ment that the sum of $20,000 had been received | 
on account of the capture of the Serapis, the | 
Countess of Scarborough, and the Bon aaa 
Richard, of which by far the greater portion had | 


| been paid away, leaving only a small balance of | 


three or four thousand dollars to bedivided amongst | 


such of the captors of those vessels as may still | 


survive. But there was another class of captures: | 
he alluded to those that were sent into Bergen, in | 
Norway, and which were there delivered up to 
the English by the Crown of Denmark. It ap- 
peared to him that if ever a reclamation was to ca 
made on Denmark for the value of those prizes, it | 
was high time that a negotiation should be opened. | 


tion on the subject. 
Leave being granted, Mr. P. then sent to the | 
Chair the following resolution: 
A joint resolution requesting the President of | 


effect the claim of the United States against Den- 
mark for the value of the three prizes made by 


him into Bergen, in Norway, and there delivered 
up to the English by the Crown of Denmark. 

Mr. HOWARD moved that it be referred to | 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. He was under | 


the impression that it was embraced under the last || 
treaty between the United States and Denmark. || 
Mr. PINCKNEY had no objection to the ref- || 


erence, but was perfectly satisfied that those prizes 
had never been made the subject of any treaty | 


stipulation with Denmark. The resolution sub- || 
mitted the propriety of action to the judgment of || 
|| the President, and he hoped the committee would |, 
| soon report it. 
| 


The resolution was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ioreign Affairs. 


INDEPENDENCE OF TEXAS. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, pre- 


Columbia, praying for the recognition of the inde- 





Tuesday week. 


Mr. HOWARD moved to refer it to the Com- | 
| mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


This petition, giving rise to debate, was laid 


over. 
Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, presented a sim- 
ilar memorial from citizens of the District; and 


Affairs. 
Mr. LEWIS then inquired of the chairman of 


|| carrie 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs at what time 
| they might expect a report from that committee 


_on the subject of the recognition of the independ- 


|| ence of Texas. 


| Mr. ROBERTSON inquired if a question of 
| this kind was in order. 
The CHAIR replied that by the courtesy of the 
House inquiries of this kind were permitted. 
Mr. HOWARD then reminded the gentleman 
| from Alabama [Mr. Lewis] that, about a month 


| ago, the Committee on Foreign Affairs had directed 


| him to introduce a resolution calling on the Presi- 


|| dent of the United States for information in regard 


| to our Intercourse with Mexico, as they consid- 
ered it to have a direct bearing upon the subject of 
‘our affairs with Texas; and they considered the 





ceive that, as the committee had not yet co 


| access to these papers, it could do nothing unti 
this question of reference was settled. 
Mr. ROBERTSON then asked leave to presen 
the following resolution: 
| Resolved, ‘Vhat the President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this House ali 
correspondence and communications (if any) which 
| have passed between the Executive of the United 
| States and Santa Anna, during his recent visit to 
| Washington, or since his capture by the Texan 
| army, not heretofure communicated; in what char. 


| acter, whether as the recognized representative 


| of the Mexican Government, or otherwise, such 
| correspondence or communications have been 
on with him; also, whether either of the 
| vessels equipped or destined for the exploring ex- 


|| pedition to the Pacific ocean and South seas, or 


| any other public vessel, has been put in requisi- 
| tion for his conveyance to Mexico or elsewhere; 
| and, if so, the reasons which, in the opinion of 
| the President, rendered such requisition necessary 
| or proper; with all orders relative thereto; also, 
| all communications and correspondence, if any, 
| between the Executive of the United States and 
| General Sam Houston, or other persons claiming 


| ing therein, or relating to any proposed interfer- 
| ence or negotiation on the part of the United 
| States on behalf of Texas. 

Mr. OWENS objecting, 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved a suspension of the 
rules for this purpose, and called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and were—yeas 65, 
nays 87. 

So the rules were not suspended. 

CONTEMPT OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. BEAUMONT submitted the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
bringing in a bill defining the offense of a con- 

tempt of this House, and to provide for the pun- 
| ishment thereof. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table; which was lost. 

Aftersome remarks from Messrs. BEAUMONT 
and ADAMS, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved the previous 
question; which was seconded by the House, and 
the main question ordered; which, being taken, 
the resolution was rejected. 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED. 


On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to carry on a treaty with 
the Wyandot Indians at Upper Sandusky, in the 
State of Ohio. 


On motion of Mr. LYON, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
inquire into the expediency of making provision, 
by law, for the erection of a light-house on Sand 
Island, opposite Mobile Point, in Alabama. 

On motion of Mr. STORER, : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Buildings be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of procuring for the Library of Congress 4 
full length statue, in marble, of Chief Justice Mar- 
shall, to be executed by Hiram Powers, of Ohio. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of granting to the ‘*‘ Mexican Gulf Railroad com- 
pany” the right of way through the public lands 











